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Current Topics. 


New County Court Judge. 

Mr. Srantey Hitt Ke ty, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Judge of the County Courts of Monmouthshire, Cir- 
cuit No. 24, in succession to the late Judge OWEN. Mr, KELLY 
was called to the bar in 1893 and has been a member of the 
South Wales and Chester Circuit. 


The Cause Lists. 

THE APPEAL List was not obtainable up to our going to press. 
The total of the Chancery cause lists has been reduced from 393 
at the commencement of the Michaelmas Sittings to 323 now. 
A year ago there was a total of 332 causes and matters. There 
are forty companies (winding up) matters. The King’s Bench 
Division lists (including bankruptcy matters) shew a slight 
reduction on the aggregate at the commencement of the last 
sittings. There were-then 1,032 cases, and now there seem to 
be 931. There were 841 9 year ago. 


The Labours of Judges. 

AN APOLOGY for the omission of some of the judges to sit on 
Saturday appears in one of the daily papers in the form of a 
solemn medical opinion that the labours of a judge of the High 
Court are so serious a strain upon his intellect that it is necessary 
he should rest from them during two days of the week. We 
beliéve that a similar explanation of the reasons for extending 
the vacations of our public schools was given some time 
ago, when it was said that the additional rest was necessary 
to enable the masters to recover from their exhausting 
duties. We are far from contending that the labours 
of, a judge are not on some days laborious and irksome. 
But it must not be forgotten that the work is of a varied 
character. A fair proportion of the cases which come before 
the judges involve no difficulty whatever, and some of them 
are even amusing. Moreover, a judge, having spent tbe prin- 
cipal part of his life in business analogous to that which is 
transacted before him, must be assumed to know something of 
the law he administers, and the assistance of counsel makes 
it easier for him to dispose of a point of law than for a prac- 
titioner, however competent, to do so without such assistance. 
The doctor might change his opinion if he had an opportunity 
of observing the apparent ease with which the learned judges 
of the Chancery Division dispose of their cases. We dety him 
to find a trace of appalling “strain on the intellect” of, say, 
Mr. Justice Eve, who, at the end of his day’s labours is 
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Estate Duty on Foreign Bearer Bonds. 


Tue Hovse of Lords have in Winans y. The King (ante, p. 133) 


affirmed the decision of the Court of Appeal (1908, 1 K. B. 1022), 
and have held that bearer bonds of foreign governments and cor- 
porations, if physically situate in this country at the death of the 
owner who dies here, are liable to estate duty, even though the 
owner was not domiciled here. With reference to legacy and 
succession duty a different principle has prevailed. Moveable pro- 
perty follows the domicil of the owner, and is not liable to these 
duties (Wallace v. Attorney-General, L. R. 1 Ch. 1), and it has 


Valued Policy in the Case of Insurances on 
Buildings. 

THE Marine Insurance Act, 1906, s. 27, defines a valued 
policy as a policy which specifies the agreed value of the subject- 
matter insured, and the Act enacts that, in the absence of 
fraud, the value fixed by the policy is, as between the insurer 
and insured, conclusive of the insurable value of the subject 
intended to be insured, whether the loss be total or partial. ‘he 
| Act applies only to marine losses, but valued policies were well 

known before the Act, and the great increase in the business of 





been argued that the same rule applies in the case of estate duty. | fire insurances within the last thirty years has led to inquiries 


On the other hand, probate duty was chargeable on bearer bonds 
in this country of a testator dying here but domiciled abroad 
(Attorney-General v. Douwens, 4 M. & W. 171), and estate duty is 
more akin to probate duty than to legacy and succession duty. It 
is a charge on the interest of the deceased person, and not on the 
interest of the persons claiming under him. And the principle 
that estate duty is charged on all property locally situate in this 
country, without regard to the domicil of the testator, is favoured 
both by the general words of section 1 of the Finance Act, 1894, 
and also by the negative words of section 2, sub-section 2, 
excluding certain property situate out of the jurisdiction. In the 
words of Cozens-HAarpy, M.R., when the present case was before 
the Court of Appeal, “ property of every kind within the juris- 
diction is included within the reach of section 1, and property 
situate out of the jurisdiction is only included in the special case 
mentioned in sub section 2 of section 2.”" The same view has been 
taken in the House of Lords. The Act of 1894 is analogous, not 
to the Legacy and Succession Duty Acts, but to the old Probate 
Duty Acts, and it supersedes the latter so far as they cover 
common ground. Hence domicil, though it affects legacy and 
succession duties, does not decide estate duty ; and bonds physically 
situate in this country contribute to the revenue here, notwith- 
standing that they are foreign bearer bonds and that the testator 
was domiciled abroad. 


Vendor and Purchaser Summouses. 

A VERY interesting decision on the use of a vendor and 
purchaser summons has been given by the Court of Appeal in /te 
Nichols and Von Joel’s Contract (1910, 1 Ch. 43). The proper use 
of such a summons is to decide questions which have arisen on 
the contract of sale, and which can be decided so as to make the 
decision binding on both parties to the summons. But where an 
objection which has been taken to the title depends on the con- 
struction of a document and other persons are interested, a 
vendor and purchaser summons is not the appropriate procedure, 
and it is the duty of the vendor to have the question determined 
on an originating summons taken out for tke purpose. ‘This is 
illustrated by the present case. The vendors of certain houses 
derived title under a testamentary gift of “the rest of the said 
residue ” of a testator’s estate. The purchaser took the objection 
that these words did not pass the property in question, which had 
been devised to a devisee who did not live to attain a vested 
interest. The vendors took out a vendor and purchaser 
summons to determine that the objection was not well founded. 
But both NEVILLE, J., and the Court of Appeal held that they 
were not entitled to have the will construed at the purchaser's 
expense. When once it was ascertained that there was 
a serious question of construction, the proper course was to 
have this determined on originating summons go as to bind all 
the persons interested in the property, and until the vendors had 
done so, they were liable to have the vendor and purchaser 
summons dismissed on the ground that the title was too doubtful 
to be forced on the purchaser. Before NEVILLE, J., the vendors 
refused the offer of being allowed to take out an originating 
summons. This was repeated by the Court of Appeal, and was 
then accepted. On the hearing of the originating summons it 
was decided that the property in question passed, in the events 
that had happened, under the words “rest of the said residue ” 
and hence the vendors’ title was good. But since they had 
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adopted the wrong procedure in attempting to force the title | 
on the purchaser before the will bad been construed, they! 
were made to pay the costs of the vendor and _ purchaser 
summons. : 





! what remarkable that his relations with Sir CHARLES RUSSELL— 


as to how far valued policies are lawful in the case of insur- 
ances on buildings. The object of this inquiry appears to 
be that the assured in a fire policy is sometimes required 
by statutory or other conditions to rebuild the premises 
destroyed in such a manner that the cost will far exceed the 


| amount which would be necessary to restore the thing damaged 


to its original condition. ‘The answer to the question 
appears to be that, though an insurance against damage to 
buildings by fire is usually by open policies, a valued 
policy is not unlawful, though it is seldom _ resorted 
to, and the lack of English authority relating to such an insur- 
ance is calculated to deter the owner or lessee of a building 
from making what is in the nature of an experiment. The 
American valued policy laws, the first of which was adopted by 
Wisconsin in 1874, provide that when any insured building is 
wholly destroyed by fire, the amount of the policy shall be 
conclusively taken as the amount of the loss. ‘This principle, 
with various modifications and extensions, has now become law 
in twenty States of the Union, though in many of them its 
enactment has been vigorously resisted by the executive govern- 
ment. The provision is regarded by all insurance authorities as 
highly dangerous, inviting over-insurance and incendiarism. 
But the statistics available, while shewing that in general the 
rate of loss has increasel where such laws are in force, do not 
demonstrate any such stimulation of fraudulent practices as has 
been apprehended by critics. The result is commonly to throw 
upon the insurer the responsibility for providing in advance 
against over-insurance by minute surveys and watchfulness 
against depreciation. It is not probable, however, that any 
such interference by the Government with private contract 
would be tolerated in this country. 


Sir George Lewvis. 


THE RETIREMENT from practice of Sir Gzorce Lewis is likely 
to cause dismay to animportant section of the population. For a 
great many years he bas occupied a unique position in the eye of 
the general public as the skilled engineer of causes célébres, and 
in the eye of a more limited circle as the pacificator of quarrels 
and the suppresser of * society” scandals. As to the extent to 
which this last-mentioned function was exercised by him, it needs 
no great acquaintance with fashionable life to know that the 
blackmailer is still rampant, and that the freedom of modern 
manners is apt to lead to serious entanglements. “Go to Lewis” 
was the watchword of the person likely to suffer from publicity, 
and was sometimes even the advice of the family solicitor ; and 
we imagine that LEwis often found a way out of the difficulty. 
Every solicitor, of course, must be a negotiator, and should possess a 
measure of tact and knowledge of men, but for Sir GEORGE LEwIs’s 
peculiar practice these qualities were indispensable, and he possessed 
them ina highdegree. In the skilful adaptation of means to ends 
he has seldom been surpassed. In these respects he somewhat 
resembled Lord JAMES in the other branch of the profession. That 
eminent advocate won many forensic victories by tactful conduct of 
his cases, and perhaps we may say by adapting his arguments to 
the leanings and idiosyncrasies of the tribunal before which he 
appeared ; and if he had chosen the solicitors’ branch he would 
unquestionably have been a formidable rival. This knowledge of 
men, and instinctive reading of character and perception of ability 
served Sir GEORGE well in his important court cases. Not merely 
as regards the selection of his subordinates, but as regards his 
choice of counsel, he was rarely at fault ; he found out the best 
men of the day and kept them as a standing team. It is some- 
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the most insubordinate of leaders and the least likely to brook 
any interference by the solicitor (or anyone else) in the conduct 
of his cases—remained unbroken until his elevation to the bench. 
As regards matters concerning his profession Sir GEORGE has 
not taken an active part—we believe he was never a member of 
the Council of the Law Society—but he has been a strong 
advocate of the reforms which have been effected in the criminal 
law and also of reforms in the divorce laws which are not yet 
effected. 


The Joint Holding of Qualification Shares. 

THE QUESTION of the nature of a director's holding of qualifica- 
tion shares has frequently been before the court, usually in con- 
nection with the requirement that he must bold them “in bis own 
right.” Since a company is not entitled to go behind the 
register, and to inquire as to the beneficial interest in the shares, 
the phrase has not received its natural meaning, and it is sufficient 
if the director is simply the holder of the shares without any 
necessary restraint on his powers, notwithstanding that he is 4 
trustee: Pulhrook v. Richmond Mining Co. (9 Ch. D. 610), 
Cooper v. Griffin (1892, 1 Q. B. 740); if, however, the cireum- 
stances are such that the company could not safely recognize the 
power of tha holder to deal for all purposes with the shares, the 
case is altered, and he does not hold “in his own right”; 
where, for instance, the holder is bankrupt, and his trustee 
has claimed the shares but has not been registered: Sufton v. 
English and Colonial Produce Co. (1902, 2 Ch. 502); or where 
the holder is stated on the register to hold as liquidator of 
another company, or in some other representative capacity : 
Bischoek Proprietary Co, v. Fuke (1906, 1 Ch. 148). In the 
recent case of Grundy v. Briggs (ante, p. 163) the question arose 
whether under articles of association which required simply the 
holding of a specified number of shares, the qualification was satis- 
fied by the holding of sbares jointly with another. This was con- 
sidered by the Court of Appeal in Dunster’s case (1894, 3 Ch. 473), 
and no difficulty seems to have been found in arriving at the con- 
clusion that a joint holding was sutflicient as a qualification. The 
articles did not require a sole holding, and the effect of the joint 
holding was to give the company the additional liability of the 
other holders. A man, said Davey, L.J., is none the less a 
holder of 100 shares, because the company has the additional 
advantage of having another person joined with him; both of 
those joint holders being jointly and severally liable to the com- 
pany. In the present case Eve, J., held that this decision 
governed the construction of the articles before him, which had 
no reference to ‘‘in bis own right,” and a director who held 
shares as executor jointly with his co-executors was entitled to 
rely on them for his qualification. But it may be pointed 
out that this construction will possibly lead to difficulties. 
If there are four «lirectors, and the qualification is 100 shares, it 
appears to follow that the four are qualified if they are the 
joint holders of the same 100 shares. But this can hardly be 
the intention of the articles. The object of qualification shares 
is not to obtain the responsibility of one or more persons 
for particular shares, but to insure that the directors sha'l have 
an interest in the success of the company. Perhaps a reason 
might be discovered for avoiding Dunster’s case (supra) in the 
circumstances suggested, 


The Practical Education of Barristers. 

AN AMERICAN treatise upon the education of engineers has 
recently been published, in which the writer expresses his 
opinion that the education of the young engineer is not 
sufficiently practical. It should be remembered that his success 
will depend very much upon his being a good man of business. 
He should be familiar with accounts and figures, should be able 
to draw up a contract, and possess a sufficient knowledge of 
finance to enable him to weigh and consider the estimates for 
the undertakings in which he is concerned. We are disposed to 
think that these observations are worthy of the attention of 
young barristers. A student at one of the Inns of Court, 
assuming that he is diligent, endeavours with infinite labour to 
appreciate some of the leading text-books, and afterwards in 
the chambers of a busy practitioner reads, sometimes hurriedly, 


different collections of law papers and the opinions which are 
written upon them. It happens often enough that he receives 
little direct instruction from his preceptor and goes very seldom 
to the law courts. He is called to the bar, and if he is fortunate 
enough to possess legal connections, he may find himself entrusted 
single-handed with briefs at sessions, in the county courts, and 
oceasionally in the Metropolitan police courts. His opinion 
will also be asked while sitting in his chambers upon questions 
which are not the easier because the amount in dispute appears 
to be small. One of the commonest questions will be whether 
a final contract can be extracted from the terms of several 
letters ; whether in fact an offer has been accepted in such a 
manner as to constitute a contract. And unless he has 
devoted special attention to this subject, he will certainly 
find himself in great difficulty, for books and decided cases will 
give him little or no help. Again, he may be suddenly called 
upon on the settlement of a case to draw up a note or 
memorandum of the arrangement. Is he reasonably competent 
for such a task? We are afraid that he would often be quite 
helpless. It is quite unnecessary to say that the young barrister 
may at any moment be engaged in a reference upon matters of 
account. He has perhaps sufficient time for the consideration 
of his papers, but a training which will enable him to deal 
nimbly with figures will never be regretted. 


The Law of Libel in New York, 

It CAN hardly be said that the majority of Englishmen are 
wholly satisfied with the administration of the law of libel in 
this country. The verdicts of juries appear sometimes to be 
irrational, and the boundaries of the law relating to privileged 
communications and fair comment have not been ascertained 
with precision. Things, however, are much worse on the otber 
side of the Atlantic. Judge GAyNnor, the Mayor-Elect of New 
York, took occasion, the other day, at a dinner given in his 
honour by lawyers of different counties forming the State, to 
complain of the low estate to which the law of libel had sunk of 
late years, and said that it would depend upon him whether it 
remained so or not. He hoped that the publication of private 
letters which was now going on would not continue under his 
administration. The law of libel in New York was the same as 
the law in England, but in New York there was no enforce- 
ment of the law. A statute had long been in force in the State 
which made it a crime to publish any letter or private paper of 
another person without bis consent, but this enactment was 
wholly disregarded with no interference on the part of the Public 
Prosecutor. His own house had been entered in the night-time ; 
his desk and papers ratisacked, and a garbled copy of a letter 
received by him was published in one of the newspapers. Judge 
GAYNor’s observations are explained by the conditions affecting 
the newspaper press of the United States. A craze for great 
circulation, no matter among what classes, as the only evidence 
of success and the only way to make the sale of the newspaper 
a source of profit, is widely prevalent. American papers have 
always been more strongly personal than English journals. 
Many of them give their views and opinions without restraint, 
and the libel laws are apparently resorted to less by people who 
have character to protect than by those who are tempted to 
make an inadvertent error the foundation of an action. It is 
rumoured, however, that some change may be expected in the 
character of the American newspaper press. 


The Subsoil of Common Fields. 

A LEARNED correspondent asks for information as to the 
ownership of the subsoil of common fields. Is it in the lord or in 
the persons whom our correspondent terms “the co-proprietors ” 
of the surface ? His statement that in the case of common fields 
“the surface is (beyond all question) in the co-proprietors thereof 
in total exclusion of the lord” may be true as regards arable 
common fields, but it does not by any means universally apply 
to the common pastures which (before the Inclosure Acts) were 
so numerous in the North of England. The rights in these fields 
are usually termed “ cattlegaits,” and are not infrequently held of 
the lord according to the custom of the manor, and are transferred 





by deed, followed by admittance. In such a case the cattlegaits 
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give the owners no right to the possession of the soi], which remains 
in the lord, subject to the right of pasture by the cattlegait 
owners: Jtigg v. Earl of Lonsdale (1 H. & N. 923). We have not 
hitherto discovered any decision as to the ownership of the sub- 
soil in the case of the kind of common fields referred to by our 
correspondent, and it is singular that Lord Worsley’s Act to 
facilitate the inclosure of common fields (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 115) 
throws so little light on this question. Section 1 of the Act 
speaks of the “ rights of common or ofher rights” of commoners 
in any open and common land, and provides for the extinguish- 
ment of “the right of inter-commonage [only] which shall exist 
as well over as in respect of such land.” Section 26 provides for 
the allotment by the Commissioners of the common fields to the 
commoners in proportion to their respective shares, rights of 
commons, and all other rights, property and interest.” But section 
36 provides tbat the allotments are to ba deemed to be “ of the 
same quality and tenure” as the lands in respect of which such 
allotments are made, and section 54 expressly preserves the rights 
of the lord of the manor to “ any of the royalties or seigniories, 
fisheries, manorial «nd other rights, customs and services incident 
or belonging to the said respective manors ”—-no right to the soil 
or minerals being specifically mentioned. 


Agreements in France in Consideration of 
Marriage. 


THE FRENCH nation has no Statute of Frauds, but a decision 
just pronounced by the Tribunal of the Seine shews that there 
are difficulties in enforcing an informal agreement to pay a sum 
of money in consideration of marriage, similar to those which 
exist in this country. By clause 1394 of the Civil Code, matri- 
monial conventions are to be drawn up before the marriage by 
notarial act. A father, on the occasion of the marriage of his 
daughter, promised by an informal instrument to pay her an 
annuity of 4,000 francs a year, He made certain payments on 
account of this annuity, but finally allowed it to remain unpaid. In 
an action by the daughter to recover the arrears of the annuity, 
the conrt held that the father, quite irrespective of any matrimonial 
convention, had a natural obligation to provide for the establish- 
ment of his daughter, and it was not necessary that any document 
giving effect to this obligation should be in the form required in the 
vase of ordinary gifts. The attempts to escape from the opera- 
tion of the Statute of Frauds, which requires a written note or 
memorandum of an agreement upon consideration of marriage, 
have been numerous, but the law relied on by the French court 
is not recognized in this country. 


The Law Guarantee Society. 


A MORE cheerful view of tho affairs of this unfortunate com- 
pany than seemed possible some weeks ago appears to be taken 
by some of its shareholders. A further call of £1 a share is indeed 
expected, but itis hoped that the concern may bs wound up with- 
ont further demands on the uncalled capital. The principal 
difficulty in the winding up will probably be connected with the 
settlement of the ‘contingent claims” on the company. An 
estimate of the amount of a liability under a guarantee of 
mortgage securities or debentures cannot easily be made, 
especially if the creditor refuses to take any part in the esti- 
mate. Delay in the adjustment of these liabilities will increase 
the expense of the liquidation, and we are not surprised to hear 
that an inquiry was made at the last meeting as to the probable 
cost of a private Act for the administration of the affairs of the 
company, the course adopted many years ago in the case of the 
Albert and European Insurance Companies respectively. The 
arbitrator under such an Act would be invested with com- 
pulsory powers for determining the amount of the contingent und 
future claims upon the company. ‘The question is, however, 
whether the benefit to be derived from such legislation would 
justify the serious expense with which it would be attended. 


The death ‘is announced of Sir Frederick Matthew Darley, P.C., 
G.C.M.G., Chief Justice of New South Wales, at the age of seventy- 
nine years. He was appointed Chief Justice in 1886, and held the office 


The Evidence before the King’s 
Bench Division Committee. 


WE printed recently the report of the Joint Select Committee on 
the King’s Bench Division in favour of the immediate addition 
of two judges to the division, such addition, however, not 
necessarily to be permanent ; and they recommended also that 
certain suggested reforms for the better organization of business 
in London and on circuit should be considered, and if found 
practicable and desirable, should be carried into effect. The 
evidence upon which this report was based has now been 
published, and forms very interesting reading. The following 
witnesses were examined: The Lord Chancellor, Sir JOHN 
MACDONELL, the Lord Chief Justice, the President of the Law 
Society, Mr. J. E. Bankes, K C., Mr. ENGLIsH Harrison, K.C., 
Sir GeorGe Murray, Secretary to the Treasury, Mr. Justice 
GRANTHAM, and Mr. Justice CHANNELL. To a considerable extent 
the evidence turned upon statistical figures which were put in, 
and many of which have already been accessible in the Judicial 
Statistics. Their apparent lesson is that there has been no 
increase, but rather the contrary, in the ordinary business of the 
Division in recent years. It was strenuously urged, however, 
especially by Lord ALVERSTONE, that the statistics are no true 
guide to the actual state of business, andin reviewing the evidence 
it will be instructive to pay attention to the experience of the 
Division given by those who are actually cognizant with it rathet 
than to figures, which are possibly misleading. 

The protagonists before the committee were the Lord 
Chancellor and the Lord Chief Justice, and each was called 
twice, so that there was opportunity for further evidence on the 
points in controversy. lord LoREBURN declined to admit the 
necessity for additional judges. He based his view on the 
statistics, and he considered that the arrears which now exist 
might be dealt with by an extra eflort on the part of the judges. 
He treated the work of the Court of Criminal Appeal as 
equivalent, in the aggregate, to the work of a single judge, and 
he regarded this addition as met by the appointment of Mr. 
Justice COLERIDGE as an additional judge in 1907. He called 
attention to ths practical discontinuance of Saturday s ttings in 
London, and thought that the average judicial sitting in the 
week—twenty-five hours—allowed of some extension to meet the 
exigencies of business. “In a country,” he said, “ where people are 
in the habit of doing their fair share of work, and where there are 
full holidays of nearly four months in the year out of the 
twelve, there is not a case for making new judges. And I think 
also that if is a mistake in any business to treat the hours of 
work as the da/wm from which there is to beno dep:rture, and 
the arrears as the unfortunate result if the work is not overtaken 
in the fixed hours.” But in reference to Saturdays he admitted 
that he had sanctioned the abandonment of Saturday sittings by 
one judge of the Chancery Division in consideration of his sitting 
till hali-past four the rest of the week. “He gets through his 
work, and it is a most excellent idea.” This may be right 
enough in the present state of business in the Chancery 
Division, but we doubt if an extra half-bour at the end of the 
ordinary day’s work is a real equivalent for the work of an 
independent day. 

Lord ALVERSTONE contested very strongly the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s opinion that no increase of judges was required, In his 
view the statistics, in suggesting that the business has diminished, 
are quite misleading. ‘The cases which come before the court are 
more complicated, and the length of trials has been increased on 
account both of this complication and of the changes in procedure. 
Hence a drop in the figures is quite compatible with there being 
more work for the judges to do. Then, too, cases up to £100 go 
to the county courts, and only the more important ones are in 
general let forthe High Court. Lord ALVERSTONE laid special 
stress on the delay which now occurs in hearing county court 
appeals. With the increase in county court jurisdiction, the 
chance of an appeal being brought is also increased ; and this is 
a class of business which takes little preparation to bring before 
the High Court, and which should be kept well in hand. But in 
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constantly and continuously increasing.” He also adverted to the 
difficu!ties incident to the question of Saturday sittings. On circuit 
the judges sit on Saturday as a matter of course ; in London 
the Saturday sittings for the purpose of ordinary actions is often 
opposed to the wishes of the parties and of counsel. Where a case 
has been going on for several days Saturday affords a welcome 
relief. Short cases, indeed, can be taken. but there is the chance 
that a case may go over the day, and then as a part heard case it 
finds difficulty in being finished on the Monday. In the opinion 
of the Lord Chief Justice, Saturday is in general an inconvenient 
day for court work, and even if it were regularly utilized this 
would not enable the judges to overtake the work. ‘The ideal to 
be aimed at is to hear with reasonable promntitude all cases that 
are ripe for trial, that is, ‘‘every case should be able to be tried 
within three months of its being set down, and every county court 
appeal should be able to be tried within from one to two months.” 
Lord ALVERSTONE is emphatic that, whatever the figures may 
say, this cannot be done with the present judicial staff. “ Every 
hour is mapped out, so that the time is filled up by the judge 
having to do one thing or the other during that time. We have 
no spare judge.” And consequently nothing is allowed for illness, 
or for dislocation of London business by judges going on circuit. 
The evidence included a statement of the attempt made in 
1908 to have ten judges always in London, and to give each 
judge charge throughout of his own cases. It broke down owing 
to the exigencies of circuit work. 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM gave evidence in favour of remedying 
the present arrangements for business in lieu of appointing 
more judges. He stated that the Council of the Law Society 
regretted the failure of the Lord Chancellor's County Coarts 
Bill, which would have facilitated the trial in the county court 
of cases above £100, and he considered that time could be 
saved by modernizing the circuit system, a further saving 
being effected by shortening the Long Vacation. Mr. J. E. 
BaNnKES, K.C., submitted to the committee a detailed state- 
ment as to the work of the King’s Bench Division, and 
adverted in particular to the want ot continuity in the sitting 
of courts to take specified classes of actions. He repeated the 
requirement that an appeal or action ought to be disposed 
of within three months of its being set down. “I am con- 
vineed,” he said, “that no system can be satisfactory which 
does not provide for continuous, or practically continuous, sit- 
tings for the trial of actions in London. The Chancery Courts 
and the Commercial Court afford an excellent object lesson. 
Each provides for continuous sittings with a judge in charge of 
his list, and each proves quite satisfactory.” Evidence to the same 
effect was given by Mr. ENGLisH Harrison, K.C., on behalf of 
the Bar Council, who as long ago as 1897 adopted a report call- 
ing for an addition to the number of judges. He adverted to a 
point which is worthy of attention. In their anxiety not to waste 
public time judges have a full Jist of cases put down for the day, 
with the frequent result that witnesses are brought up needlessly 
and expense is increased. ‘‘The extra expense,” said Mr. 
Harrison, “inflicted upon suitors by bringing their witnesses to 
court awaiting a hearing is very undesirable, and it is a much 
less evil that judges should rise a little early than that a case 
should be kept tivo or three days waiting at great expense to the 
litigants.” He also emphasized the additional care which now 
has to be taken in criminal cases in order to ensure that the 
necessary material shall be available if required for the Court of 
Criminal Appeal. As to the saving of time on circuit by “ group- 
ing,” he considered that very little was to be done in this direc- 
tion, and he discounted the statistical drop in business in the 
manner referred to above. ‘“ That,” he said, “ points to causes 
taking much longer to try, and consequently fewer actions being 
set down because the staff is inadequate.” And again, ‘‘ There 
are much more complicated transactions of business and 
commerce involved.” The Long Vacation he regarded as 
essential for the recuperation of the judges, and he referred to 
the large amount of work which they have to do out of court 
hours. Any change in the direction of further increasing county 
court jurisdiction would, in his opinion, lead to a demand for 
higher salaries, which might come to much more that the cost of 
two additional High Court judges, ‘I think,” said Mr. 


HARRISON towards the close of his evidence, “that the 
business done is really on the increase, and if the business could 
be properly organized, and suitors could, within a reasonable 
time, and with reasonable convenience, have their causes dis- 
posed of in London and the country, I feel perfectly satisfied in 
my own mind that the business would very substantially 
increase all over the country.” 


Upon his further examination Lord LOREBURN entered into 
more detail as to his plans for the better arrangement of the 
work of the division. He would ‘ group” the assize towns for 
the purpose of civil business, and to some extent for 
criminal business, though he insists that a judge should go to 
each assize town at least once a year for criminal business ; and 
he would carry out the scheme of last year’s County Courts 
Bill, and enable these courts to try more important cases. The 
present arrears he would wipe out by a special judicial effort. 
“Tf necessary, everyone ought to do what all ministers do, what 
all members of Parliament do, what Lord Chancellors do, and 
what everyone else does—namely, make the time fit the work 
instead of making the work fit the time . . I think that an effort 
should be made by longer sittings, and by sittings on Saturday, to 
meet the business ; that the Long Vacation, if necessary, should be 
shortened, if it appears that the work cannot be done by the present 
staff of judges, betore we bave recourse to appointing more judges.” 
Lord LOREBURN referred to the persistent efforts of the Law 
Society, ever since 1882, on the subject of the Long Vacation ; and 
with reference to the judges he said: “It is a tremendously 
high office, and I do not want to make it cheap.” 

Lord ALVERSTONE in his further evidence urged that little 
time was in fact lost on circuit, and that little was to be gained 
by rearrangement. Continuous sittings in London depend on 
there being sufficient judges available, and the experience of 1908 
shewed that the necessary number often could not be secured for 
any length of time. The scheme of that year ‘“ broke down for 
no other reason than that we had not judges enough to work it.” 
He denied that Saturday non-sittings had anything to do with 
the congestion of business, and he emphasized the severe character 
of a judge’s work out of court. He pointed out the incorrectness 
of the Lord Chancellor’s statement that the appointment of Mr. 
Justice COLERIDGE met the increase of work under the Criminal 
Appeal Act. In fact that appointment was made quite 
independently of the Act, which did not come into operation till 
later. The need for additional judges was urged, too, by Mr. 
Justice GRANTHAM—whose evidence, given at considerable length 
and with many anecdotal embellishments, is interesting and not 
unamusing—and Mr. Justice CHANNELL., It appears that in Mr. 
Justice GRANTHAM’S early days cases were short because the work 
was “devilled,” and the devils did not get the briefs in time to 
read them. Mr. Justice CHANNELL referred, like some others, to 
the example of continuous work in the Chancery Division, and he 
urged that additional judges were needed to meet the joint re- 
quirements of circuit and London work. “If,” he said “we 
could have ten judges regularly in town we should keep the 
London work under.” And finally Mr. WINTERBOTHAM, on 
further examination, reiterated the view that saving was to be 
effected by rearrangement of the circuits, while he doubted the 
real existence of serious arrears in town. ‘ These arrears have 
not seriously increased recently, and I am satisfied that a special 
effort, coupled with some rearrangement of the work, would very 
soon get rid of these arrears.” With regard to rearrangement 
of provincial work, he put before the committee the scheme sub- 
mitted by Mr. MARSHALL, the Vice-President of the Neweastle 
Law Society, in a paper at the recent Newcastle meeting of the 
Law Society, and he strongly maintained the accuracy of the 
Judicial Statistics. 

We ought not to part with the evidence without noticing the 
active part taken by Mr. HALDANE as a member of the committee 
in eliciting information on the subject. The report leaves the 
matter at issue unsettled. A special effort is to be made to get rid 
of existing arrears, but the present judges are not to be called 
upon to do this unaided. They will, if Parliament agrees, have 
two new judges to assist them. Meanwhile the whole question 
of rearrangement of town and country work remains open for 
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consideration, and the two new judgeships—though not the first | the judge at chambers the plaintiff now appealed, and the 
appointments to them—will be temporary or permanent as the | appeal was allowed by the Court of Appeal (VAUGHAN WILLIAMs 
future may determine. and BUCKLEY, L.JJ., and SWINFEN Eapy, J.). 
sees The principal judgment was delivered by BUCKLEY, L.J., who 
rR . . yegan by saying: “ The interesting and important question in 
The Implied Authority of Agents. this sae ia > to the extent to which the caancighe a Smout vy. 
THERE were reported, in the Times of December 28th, two | //bery (10 M. & W. 1) remains good law after the decision in 
cases concerned with the law of the implied authority of agents. | Collen v. Wright (8 K. & B. 647).” In Smout v. Ilbery (decided 
These are Jtusso-Chinese Bank v. Li Yau Sam, decided by the | 1842) the agent, the wife, had been held by the Court of 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and Yonge v. Toynbee, | Exchequer not to be personally liable for money representing the 
decided by the Court of Appeal. In each case the appeal from | Price of goods supplied to her as her husband’s agent after the 
the lower court was allowed. In one case the principal was sued | 9ate of his death, where neither she nor the creditor knew of the 
on a contract made by the agent without authority, and was death ; the wife originally had authority, and the fact of a 
held not to be liable by reason of that want of authority. In the | Previously existing authority having come to an end was held to 
other case the agent was held to be liable as on an implied | differentiate the case from cases where there never had been any 
contract that he had authority, the fact being that be had not authority, and so to relieve the agent from the liability 
authority. The facts of these two cases differ as widely as their | Which would have resulted from an implied warranty that 
locus—Hong-kong and London—but they both illustrate the |She had authority at the time of entering into _ the 
circumstances under which the doctrine of “ holding out” will | contract. Collen v. Wright (decided in 1857) was a decision 


or will not be applied. The first case may be dealt with more | of the Exchequer Chamber on appeal from the Queen's 
briefly than the second. The second case has also special impor- | Bench. There was no question of the revocation of any 
previously existing authority. An agreement for a lease had 


tance for solicitors. | ; 

Russo-Chinese Bank y. Li Yau Scm was an appeal from the | been entered into by an agent on behalf of the owner, and the 
Supreme Court of Hong-kong. The respondent was a Chinese | latter refused to ratify the contract ; the agent having, in fact, 
banker, who had paid a sum of money to the agent of the bank | 2° authority to make the contract. The plaintiff (the intending 
to be transmitted by telegraph. The money was not trans- lessee) was held entitled to recover damages from the defendant 
mitted, and the respondent sought to hake the appellants liable | (the executor of the agent) on the footing of his testator having 
as on a breach of contract. The arrangements of the bank were | erroncously stated that he had authority to make the contract. 
that business with native Chinese was conducted on their behalf | These two cases are carefully compared by Buck.ry, L.J., who 
by a special agent called a “‘compradore.” The authority of the | added : “I can see no distinction in principle between the case 
compradore was strictly limited to receiving applications from | Where the agent never had authority, and the case where the agent 
customers who desired to do business with the bank, and he had | Originally bad authority, but that authority had ceased without his 


° e ar " , ml © 
no authority to receive money for transmission. A sum of | knowledge or means of knowledge.” The Lord Justice went on 


money having been handed to the compradore by the respon- | tO say that the language used by WILLEs, J., in his judgment in 
dent for transmission, one question at the trial lett to the jury | Collen v. Wright was not censistent with maintaining what Smout 


was: ‘*Did the bank put the compradore in such a position | V- Tibery had laid down as the true principle—that there must be 
that he could pretend to the plaintiff that he had the necessary | Ome wrong or omission of right on the part of the agent in order 
authority to receive the money ; and if so, did the plaintiff, | to make him liable. “The question 18 not as to his honesty or 
believing he had that authority, hand over the money to the | Bone files ; his liability arises from an implied undertaking or 
compradore in that belief?” The jury answered this question | promise made by him that the authority which he professes to 
in tbe affirmative, and found for the plaintiff. The Supreme have does in point of fact exist.” ok , 
Court refused to disturb the verdict. The judgment of the In the result, the defendant’s solicitors were held liable to pay 
Judicial Committee was delivered by Lord MACNAGHTEN, and the plaintiff's costs. — In the words of Bucktey, L.J., “ they are 
the decision of the Supreme Court was reversed, and judgment liable upon an implied warranty or contract that they had an 
in the action was ordered to be entered for the appellants. The authority which they had not.” The appellant was, therefore, 
Board were of opinion that there was no evidence to support the entitled to “an order against the solicitors for damages, and the 
finding of the jury on the question above stated. they also measure, of damage is no doubt the amount of the plaintiff's costs 
thought that “the bank had not, by any negligent or improper thrown away 1n the action.” nore 
act on their part, allowed the compradore to be apparently Smout v, Ilbery is, therefore, overruled. With it also goes 
invested with any authority beyond or greater than the limited | down (so far as relates to this point) the case of Salton v. New 
authority which the plaintiff knew him to possess. . . . There Beeston Cycle Co, (1900. 1 Ch. 43), a decision of STIRLING, J., 
could not, therefore, be any estoppel against the bank.” Lord and closely resembling Yonge v. Toynbee. _ STIRLING, J. held, on 
MACNAGHTEN went on to point out how inapplicable the | the authority of Smout v. Ilbery, that a solicitor who originally had 
doctrine of “holding out” is to a case in which the agent’s | authority to represent a company was not liable for acting on 
authority is, to the knowledge of the person dealing with him, of | that authority after it had been revoked by the dissolution of 
limited scope. the company until he knew or, by the exercise of due diligence, 
Yonge v. Toynbee is of great practical importance to solicitors | might have known of the dissolution. - 
who are conducting litigation for a client under a retainer which Different as are the two cases—the one before the Judicial 
they have no reason to believe has been withdrawn. The case | Committee, the other before the Court of Appeal—they have 
took the shape of an appeal from the order of a judge at cham- this in common, that in both the doctrine of * holding out ” has 
bers, the question being whether the defendant’s solicitors were | received some further refinement. This doctrine is really 
hable and should be ordered to pay the plaintiff's costs. The neither more nor Jess than one of those beneficent fictions, ol 
plaintiff brought an action for libel against the defendant. The which there are sO many in our law, by the aid of which sub- 
defendant’s solicitors in August, 1908, undertook to accept stantial justice is secured. A warranty or contract is ‘‘implied, 
service of the writ of summons. Eventually the acticn proceeded and the parties’ rights are regulated in the same manner as 
up to delivery of a statement of defence in February, 1909, and | though there were an actual or express warranty or contract. 
notice of trial was given in March. In April the defendant’s In the Hong-kong case the application of the doctrine was 
solicitors discovered for the first time that their client had, in | restricted, for the benefit of the principal. In tke English case 
the previous October, become of unsound mind, and was duly , the doctrine was extended, to the prejudice of the agent. 
certified and detained as being of unsound mind. Subsequently | The Court of Appeal have also now made it clear that even a 
an order was made by the master, and affirmed by the judge, | solicitor, or other special agent, cannot escape the consequences 
striking out the appearance and subsequent proceedings in the | of acting on a supposed authority which, irom whatever cause, 
action, but the master declined to make an order that the | does not exist, any more than he can escape the consequences 
defendant's solicitors should pay the costs. From this order of | of relying on a forged power of attorney. 
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Reviews. 


The Yearly County Court Practice. 


THe YEARLY County Court Practice, 1910. FouNDED on ARCH- 
BoLD’s County Court Practice, AND Prrt-LEwts’s County 
Court Practice. By the late G. Prrr-Lewts, K.C., and Sir C. 
ArNoLp Wuite, Chief Justice of Madras. 1910 Epirion. By 
Judge WoopFratt and E. H. Trypat Arkinson, B.A., Barrister- 
at-Law. THE CHAPTER ON CosTS AND THE PRECEDENTS OF 
Costs by Harry Coustns, Registrar of the Cardiff County Court. 
In Two VotumEs. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 

The very various duties which fall upon the county court depend 
chiefly upon the County Courts Acts, 1888 and 1903, the Workmen’s 
— msation Act, 1906, and the County Courts Admiralty Jurisdic- 
tion Acts, 1868 and 1869; and in a smaller degree upon a large 
number of miscellaneous statutes. The first thing which the practi- 
tioner requires is to have these various sources of the law con- 
veniently printed and arranged, so that he can readily turn to the 
relevant provision. This purpose is very neatly accomplished in 
these volumes. The Acts just mentioned are given with notes in 
Volume I., which also contains a section dealing “with costs ; and the 
subsidiary statutes, also annotated, and the county court forms, are 
given in Volume II. The changes in the rules during the past year 
have been in minor matters, but these appear to have been duly 
incorporated, and the date of their origin indicated. The notes to 
the County Courts Act, 1888, are clearly written, and give concisely 
the effect of the rele vant decisions ; as, for example, i in the notes to 
section 67, which confers equitable jurisdiction ; and both under the 
Act and under the Rules the notes contain references to a good many 
county court decisions. Sometimes these furnish useful guidance, 
especially where they deal specifically with points of county court 
practice. The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, has given rise to 
a great many decisions, and those relating to circumstances which 
form a claim to compensation are collected under section]. The 
Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1907, have a somewhat ex- 
tensively modified by the Rules of 1909, which have been substituted 
in their appropriate places, but here the editors have omitted to indi- 
cate what Is new. This information would, we should have thought, 
be useful to practitioners. The work as a whole isa very convenient 
and full guide to County Court practice. 





The Law of Mortgages. 


A Hanpspook or THE Law oF Morreaces. By E. St. Crair 
Harnett, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Mr. Harnett explains clearly and concisely the principles affecting 
the law of mortgages, deducing them both from the earlier and later 
decisions. Thus the rules as to the priority of equitable incum- 
brancers, and the protection afforded by getting in the legal 
estate, rest upon judgments, such as those in Brace Duchess of 
Marlborough (2 P. Wms. 491) and Wortley v. Birkhead (2 Ves. sen. 
57), which date from the time when equitable jurisdiction was still 
in the course of development, and the quotations which are given 
illustrate the subject without burdening the text. Of course, notice 
precludes the protection of the legal estate, but we do not see any 
reference to the important question raised by Mumford v. Stohwasser 
(18 Eq., p. 563) and Batly v. Barnes (1894, 1 Ch., p. 36), whether 
notice to the grantor is sufficient although the grantee has no 
— e. On principle it is sufficient if the grantee is without notice, 
but JesseL, M.R., gave an opinion to the contrary. And the state- 
ment that the law as to the conduct which will postpone a legal 
mortgage is quite different from that as to postponement of an 
equitable incumbrancer, though probably correct, requires a note of 
caution. In Zaylor v. Russell (1891, 1 Ch., p. 15), Kay, J., considered 
that the test was the same in each case, but on the appeal to the 
House of Lords (1892, A. C., p. 262) Lord Macnaghten doubted this. 
The fundamental rules applic ‘able to mortgages are well stated, and on 
the important question of the extent to which a mortgagee can now 
secure collateral advantages, the recent decisions—such as Biggs v. 
Hoddinot (1898, 2 Ch. 307) and Noakes v. Price (1902, A. C. 24)—are 
conveniently collected ad! explained. The book deals with the 
subject in a capable and interesting manner. 


Books of the Week. 


Company Precedents for Use in Relation to Companies Subject to 
the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. Part 1. arranged as 
follows :—Promoters, Prospectuses, Underwriting, Agreements, 
Memoranda and Articles of Association, Private Companies, 
Employés Benefits, Notices, Resolutions, Certificates, Powers of 
Attorney, Banking and Advance, Securities, Petitions, Writs, 
Pleadings, Judgments and Orders, Reconstruction, Amalgamation, 


Arrangements, Special Acts, with Copious Notes, and an Appendix 
containing Acts and Rules. Tenth Thien 3y Sir Francis BEAv- 
FORT PatmMeER, Bencher of the Inner Temple, assisted by the Hon. 
CHARLES MAcN VAGHTEN, K.C., and Epwarp Manson, Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 


Transactions of the Medico-Legal Society for the year 1908-1909. 
Edited by Dicsy Cores-Preepy, M.A., and WitttaAm A. BREND, 
M.A., M.B., B.Sc., Barrister-at- Law. Vol. VI. Fredk. J. Lamb. 


Practical Notes on the Management of Elections : being Three 
Lectures on Parliamentary Election Law and Practice, given at the 
London School of Economics and Political Science (University of 
London). By Exuis T. Power, LL.B. (Lond.), B.Sc. (Econ. Lond.), 
Barrister-at- , bes P.S. King & Son. 


The “Tied House” System: Origin, Operation and Economic 
Aspects. By Epwin A. Pratr. P. 8. King & Son. 








Correspondence. 


Tithe Rent-cherge. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter] 

Sir,—Persons concerned in the collection or payment of tithe 
rent-charge will be interested to know that, calculated in accordance 
with the septennial average corn prices for 1903-9, which are pub- 
lished in this evening’s London Gazette, the value of any tithe rent- 
charge for 1910 will be 70°38369 per cent. of its nominal or apportioned 
amount. This represents an advance of about § per cent. on last 
year’s value, and is higher than that for any year ‘since 1896. 

It is now seventy- four years since the first general Tithe Act pro- 
vided for the commutation of the tithes of E ngland and Wales into 
tithe rent-charge varying in value from year to year according to the 
average prices of corn for the seven years ended the next preceding 
Christmas. On the whole, the annual variations have been favour- 
able to the payer and correspondingly unfavourable to the receiver 
of the tithe rent-charge, the average annual value of a tithe rent-charge 
of £1Q0 for the seventy: four years being £92 16s. 9d. 

In thirty-one out of the forty-seven years from 1837 to 1883, 
inclusive, the value of tithe rent-charge exceeded the nominal amount 
of the rent-charge, but in every year since 1883 the value has been 
below par. Tithe rent-charge was worth more in 1875, and less in 
1901, than in any other year, the varied values for these two years 
having been 1123 per cent. and 66} per cent., respectively, of the par 

value. Fr. Ws MILLARD, 
Editor of Shaw’s Tithe Rent-charge Tables. 

Fetter-lane, London, Jan. 4. 


The Subsoil of Common Fields. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Common fields arecowned by co-proprietors, each of whom is 
entitled to an undivided share therein, like tenants in common are 
entitled ; and each proprietor is, in respect of his title to, and for 
the purposes of the actual enjoyment of, the common field, put into 
the possession of a several and distinct part of the common field, 
which part he enjoys ." severalty during his possession thereof ; but 
the part enjoyed by A. in severalty one year may be enjoyed in 
severalty by Bb. the next following year ; and accordingly each co- 
proprietor is entitled in possession to a shifting severalty, in respect 
of which he may have trespass. 

The common fields have sometimes been called the known wastes, 
in order to distinguish them from the residue of the waste lands, 
which latter have sometimes been called the wnknown wastes, the 
common fields having been originally taken out of the common waste 
lands, and more or less appropriated to special uses—that is to 
say, for tillage, or as meadow land or for pasturage ; and some few 
common fields have been appropriated for the special purpose of 
supplying turf to the co-proprietors thereof, and where the turf has 
reached the consistency of coal, for the purpose of the co-proprietors 
taking coal from out of the common fie a 

3ut excepting where the common field is a common turf field or 
acommon coal field, the title to the subsoil of the common field 
(and to the mines and minerals therein), as distinguished from the 
surface soil required for the tillage user (or for other the specific 
user aforesaid) of the common field, is a matter which (so far as 
appears) has not yet been desided by the courts or declared by any 
statute ; and accordingly [ venture to inquire in whom the title to the 
subsoil (and to the mines and minerals therein) is vested? And in 
order to confine the inquiry to the exact point of the inquiry, I will 
otherwise define the inquiry as follows, that is to say: First, Is the 
title to the subsoil of the common field vested in the co-proprietors 








of the common field, equally as, and in the like manner as, the 
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secondly, is the title to the 
lord, like as the 


surface soil is vested in them? Or, 
soil of the common field vested in the 
the waste is vested in him ? 

In other words, in the case of the 
pares so called), both the surface and the subsoil are in the lord, 
but (as regards the surface) subj ject to the rights of common thereon ; 
and in the case of the common fields (or known lands), the i 
(beyond all question) in the co-proprictors thereof in total « 


sub 
subsoil of 


unknown lands (or wastes 


surface 1s 


xclusion of 


the lord as lord, and subject only (so far as subject) to the rights of 
common thereon, and the only question, as regards the common 
fields, is therefore, in whom the sub-soil thereof is vested? Is it 


-proprietors ol the 
) the surface of the 


vested in the lord as lord, or is it vested in the e 
common field, equally as (and in like manner a 
common field is vested in these co-propriet 

Can your readers throw any light on this question ? Pollock, Elton, 
Maine, Woolrych, Cooke and Stubbs, and bohm, are aill 
silent on the subject. And note that what I have above 
common fields include those severed portions of the waste which (in 
Cumberland) are called moors ; and — of your Cumberland readers 
may perhaps be able to throw some light on the subject. A. B. 

Lincoln’s-inn, Dec., 1909. 


even See 


[See observations under head of ‘* Current Topies.”—Eb. S.J. ] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Dyivision. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL SHADWELL AND OTHERS. Warri: a? 
Sth Nov. 
Sires Act, 1841—Construcrion—REVERTI ro Downot 
CHARITABLE TRUST 


SCHOOL 


On the true construction of the Act, the words, he purpose 
this Act mentioned ’’ contained n the na f tion 2 of 
the School Sites ict, 1841, must be read « meaning h of those 
purposes as are appli able to the case n question mely, the 
PUT poses to which the land wa devoted by the gray to? So that 
where, as here, the premises in question have ceased to be used f 


the purposes for which they were granted, th 
which they formed part at the date of the grant. 


This case, which involved the de | ‘ hich there 
was no direct authority, connected with t truction of the School 
Sites Act, 1841 (4 & 5 Vict. c. 38 rgued o tl 8th of 
November, when judgment was reserved O1 15th f Novembe1 
Warrington, J., read the following judgment, in which the facts and 
arguments are fully set out. 

WARRINGTON, J. The question in this case i het] the national 
school at Northolt, in Middlesex, has, under the pi ms of the 
School Sites Act, 1841, reverted to and become vested i he defendant 
Shadwell as the owner of the estate from hich it severed; Ol 
whether, as the Attorney-General contends, it is still bject 
a charitable trust capable of being carried into execution by means 


of a scheme. The other defendants in the action are the rector and 
churchwardens of the parish, as the trustees in whom the land and 
buildings are vested, if they have not become vested in the defendant 
Shadwell. The question turns on the construction, and the effect in 
this particular case, of the School Sites Act, 1841. The material 
provision is section 2 Any person, being seised in fee simple, fet 


tail, or for life, of and in any lands of freehold, copyhold, or customary 


tenure, and having the beneficial interest therein, or in Scotland being 
the proprietor in fee simple or under entail, d in possession for th 
time being, may grant, convey, or enfranchise by way of gift, sal 

or exchange, in fee simple or for a term of years, any ¢ ntity not 


such land, as a site for a seh educa 


iImaster or 


exceeding one acre of ol for the 
tion of poor pe rsons, or for the residence of the schor 
schoolmistress, or otherwise for the purposes of the educ 
poor persons in relig and useful knowledg Then there is a 
proviso with regard to grants by tenants for life; and then comes 
this proviso :—‘‘ Provided upon the said land so 


also that granted 
aforesaid, or any part thereof, ceasing to be used for the purposes in 


rious 


this Act mentioned, the same shall immediately thereupon revert to | 
and become a portion of the said estate held fee simple, or other- 
wise, or of any manor or land as aforesaid s fully to all intents | 


been passed, anything herein con 
tion 10 an optional 


ptember, 1898, Lancelot 


and purposes as if this Act had not 
tained to the notwithstanding.”’ In s« 
form of conveyance is given. On the 23rd of 8 
Shadwell and the defendant Charles Lancelot Shadwell executed a 
deed poll conveying the land in question to th ister and church 
wardens of the parish. That deed, so far as it is material, is in 
the following terms :—‘‘ We Lancelot Shadwell and Charles Lancelot 
Shadwell, under the authority of the Acts of the fifth my eighth 
years of the reign of her Majesty,’ (the Act of the eighth year is 
merely an amending Act, and is not material to the press a =o ** fo; 
affording facilities for the conveyance and endowment of sites for 
schools, do hereby (freely and voluntarily and without valuable con 
sideration) grant and convey unto the minister and churchwardens for 
the time being of the Parish of Northolt, in the C ty of Middlesex, 
all that piece of ground ’’—then follows a descri of the land in 


contrary 















] question—"‘ 





of the said minis 


unto and to the use } 
purposes of the said 


for the 


to hold the same 
and churchwardens and their 





successors, 


Acts, and upon trust to permit the said premises, and all buildings 
thereon erected, or to be erected, to be ever hereafte appropri ted 
and used as and for a school for the education of children and adults, 
or children only, of the labouring, manufacturing, and other poorer 


] . | Dp 


classes in the I 
{nd it is hereby declar 
t« the inspection of the 
pointed in conformity with the 


N rtholt 


/ 


and for no ag purpose 
schools shall be at all times open 


schools for the | 


arish of aforesaid, 
that such 
ime being ap 


Council bearing date the 


tors of 
Order in 


inspec 


10th day ol August, 1840, and shall always be in union with, a id 
conducted in accordance with, the principles and in furtherance of the 
ends and designs of the National So iety for Promoting the Education 
of the Poor in the Principles of the Established Church throughout 
gland and Wales, and subject to and in conformity with th 
laration aforesaid, such school and premises, and the funds and 





endowments thereof, in respect 


hereof no other disposition shall be 
donor, shall be controlled and managed in manner folloy 
ing; that is to say, the principal officiating minister for the time 
being of the said clesiastical district shall have th 


parish or e 
superintendence of the relig and moral instruction of all th 
may use, or direct the 


made by the 


10US8 


I 
scholars attending such school, and premises 


to be used, for the purposes of a Sunday-school, under his exclusive 
control and management. But in all other respects the control and 
management of such schools and premises, and of the funds and 


endowments thereof, and the selection, appoin tment, and dismissal 
of the schoolmaster and s hoolmi tress and their assist nts oe 

n under the provisions hereinafter mentioned the dismissal of any 
master, mistress, or assistant ype mae be awarded by the Bi hop of the 


ted in and 
persons named or referred 
provisio s intended to 
England character of the school 
deed school buildings were 
being defrayed partly by 
voluntary subscriptions, and partly by means of grants fron 
the National Society and the Committee of Council on Educati 
tively. From the time of the erection of the buildings unt 
holidays of 1907 the land and the 
public he education authority t} 
provided school, and the premises in question ceased to be 
of a school, except that a Sunday-school ha 
inuously down to the present time 
ssion of the defendant Shadwell. 

and from the corre spondence, that 
that the premises reverted t 
f which they originally forme: 
in possession. The recto 
appear to have accepted this view; but, of course 
done can affect the validity of any charitable tru: 
be subject. In 1908 the Board of Educatio 
scheme for the future administration of the alleges 
vell then made his claim to the premises 
determination of the questio: 
ided against him, the settle 
conte nd 


may be) shal | be ve 
nsistiz of ’’ the 

to. The deed contained fur ther elaborate 
secure what | may call the Chi 
Shortly after the execution of the 
on the land, the 


arbitr: itors, as the case 


ommittee cx 


irch of 


erected 


cost means o! 


respe 
i 


summel buildings tnereon were 





ed aS a 


opened a 


elementary school. The 








as before, been there cont 


[his has been done by the permi 





oral evidence, 
took up the 
of, the 


part, and of which he is now tenant for life 


appe ars 
he from the first 
, 


and became 





portion 


} 
and churchwardens 
nothing the y have 
to which the 
:d to make a 
the defendant Shad 

his action w commenced for the 

as to his tit] and, if that should be de 
ment of a scheme by the Court. The defendant Shadwell 
that the premis¢ s ceased to be used for the purposes in the A 
mentioned when they ceased to be used for the purpose of a da: 
school these bei { the only purposes for which, in 
and, on the true construction of the Act, the pw 

which the reverter was to take effect. The 
hand, contends that the 


premises may 





substance, th 





grant Vv s ymade; 


poses on the cesser of 
Attorney General, on the other 
still used for the purposes of the education of poor persons in religious 
knowledge that this is one of the purposes in the Act mentioned ; 
and that therefore the reverter has not taken effect. What, then, i 
the true construction of the Act? Are the words, ‘‘ the purpose 

in this Act mentioned,’’ to be read without reference to the term 
of the grant, or may those terms be referred to as limiting th 
gene rality of the « xpression in question ? The pe int is without dire 

authority. Two cases have been cited in which national schools hav 
ceased to be used as day schools, and schemes have been established 
by the Court; but in neither of those cases did the present questio 
aris >» In Attorney-General Kdalji (97 L. T. 292) it does not appea 
that the grant was made under the School Sites Act at all. In Attorney 
General vy. Price (1908, 24 T. L. R. 761) the case of the Caerphilly 
|, though the under the Act, the donor did n 

m the premises, and the existence of a charitable trust capable © 


xecuted was therefor umed. In anot he use of Fe Waring 


pre mises are 


grant was ma le 


THlowaed v. Attorney-General (1907, 1 Ch. 166) the question was whethe 
i lega to a 6chool had failed tihe joke being similar to the present 
1 Kekewich, J., held that had not; but the case has no real bea 


1 the eut. The Act epecifies three purposes for which land 














m i 14) inted First, a school for the education of poor persons 
for the residence of the »oolmaster or schoolmistress; and 
If ’ otherwise for the education of such poor persons in religiou 
nd useful knowledge. The grantor may. select his own purpose fron 
nony those three; and tl O} vation of the Act is to give force ant 
effect to his grant, even if he be only a limited owner. Can it be the 
e construction of the Act that, though the land ceases to be used f 
purposes expressed in the grant, yet, nevertheless, s used for 
ne or more of the other purposes in the Act mentioned, the revert 
wiil not take place? I cannot take this view. I think you must read 
the purposes in the Act mentioned”? as meaning such of those pul 
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poses as are applicable to the case in question—namely, the purposes to 
which the land was devoted by the grantor. Now to what purpose was 
the land devoted in the present case? There can, I think, be only one 
answer to that question—to the purpose of a day schoo] for the education 
of the poor, to be conducted according to the principles and in furtherance 
i the ends of the National Society. The mere holding of a Sunday 
school not fulfil that purpose. According to the terms of the 
deed, the holding of a Sunday-school was merely permissive, and an 
cillary to the purpose for which the grant was in truth made, which 
purpose would have been carried out though no Sunday-school had 
held. I think, therefore, that, looking at the substance of the 
matter, as I consider I am bound to do, I must hold that the premises 
ave ceased to be used for the purposes inthe Act mentioned, and to have 
therefore reverted to the land of which they formed part, and are now 
vested in the defendant Shadwell and his successors in title, owners of 
hat land. There must be a declaration accordingly. In the view 1 
take there can be no question of a scheme, inasmuch as there is now no 
‘ trust to execute. I am glad to know that in this case the 
owner of the land does not desire to resume possession thereof for his 
cwn benefit, but merely to direct the purposes for which it shall be 
used, but this knowledge does not, of course, affect my judgment. It is 
t the practice in such cases to order the Attorney-General to pay costs, 
ind I do not see how I can give any costs to the rector and church- 
vardens as against the land, or as against the defendant Shadwell per- 
sonally. There will, be a declaration such ag I have indi 
ted above, and no order as to costs.—CounsEL, for the plaintiff, Sir 
W. Robson, A.G., and #. Beaumont; for the defendant, Shadwell 
of Oriel College, Oxford), Cave, K.C., and J. 7. Met#- 


does 


' 
peen 


11 
aritaDla 


therefore, 





the Provost 


hold ; for the defendants the rector and churchwardens, J. W. Holmes. 
Sottcrtors, V'reasury Solicitor; Rawle, Johnstone, & Co. ; Lydall & 
Son 
[Reported by Percy T. CARDEN, Barrister-at-Law.] 
SMITH +. GUMBLETON. Neville, J. 18th Nov. 
Witt—Trust to Convert Reatty—Exection to RECONVERT—SUBJECT 


OF THE TRusT A REMAINDER. 


Vere lapse of time 
coupled with 


rise to the 


without conversion be ing effected, if unexplained, 
light reasons 
nierence that it was the intention of the person absolutely 
entitle 1 i a remaindey the ; 


such 


- This action 
subje t of a 


subject of a trust for conversion to retain 


ré mainds rT unconverte ad. 


raised the reconvert land the 
The precise point in issue, which 


questi n of election to 
trust foi onve 


was not covered by 


rsion. 
reconvert a remainder devised in trust for conversion could be inferred 
from its retention unsold during his life by the executor of the will 
directing conversion, he being also éntitled beneficially as residuary 
devisee and legatee. The facts were, shortly, as follows :—In 1880 
a farm called Bird’s Farm, part of the Twining estate situate in 
Gloucestershire, was devised by a will, of which R. J. M. Gumbleton 
(whose intention to reconvert was in question) and another were the 
executors and trustees, to one William Griffiths for life. The expec- 
tant interest in remainder in Bird’s Farm was included in a devise, 
in the same will, of the residue of the testator’s real and personal 
estate to the executors and trustees on trust for sale and conversion. 
The residue of the proceeds of conversion after payment of debts and 
legacies (which were to be paid within six months of the death of the 
testator) was given to the said R. J. M. Gumbleton absolutely. All 
the testatrix’s debts and legacies were paid out of personalty. 
Griffiths survived both the testatrix and R. J. M. Gumbleton, with the 
consequence that the latter’s interest in Bird’s Farm remained expec- 
tant, and did not fall into possession during the nine remaining years 
of his life; it also remained unconverted for the same period. On 
R. J. M. Gumbleton’s death his realty in England and Wales passed 
under his will to the plaintiff in tail and the residue of his personalty 
to the defendant absolutely. Bird’s Farm was claimed by the plaintiff 
is being realty, and by the defendant as being personalty. The 
original conversion was not contested, but the plaintiff contended that 
an intention to reconvert must be inferred from the retention of the 
interest in remainder in the farm unsold, coupled with the fact that 
the real object of the trust for conversion was, apparently, the payment 
if which had to be, and were, paid within six months of the 
death ; the fact—on which evidence was tendered but ruled inadmissible 
that it was convenient though not essential for Bird’s Farm and the 
[wining estate to be in the same hands was admitted and was relied 
on as strengthening the inference. The defendant argued that it lay 
on the plaintiff to prove reconversion, that to do so he must shew some 
positive act, an omission not being sufficient, or that if mere lapse of 
s enough if unexplained, the explanation in this case was 
interest being in remainder was for the time being unmarket- 


debts, 


time was 

that the 

able 
NEVILLE, J., 


there w 


decided in favour of the plaintiff on the ground that 
as sufficient in the facts stated to shew that it was intended to 
onvert. For had it not been for the existence of Griffiths, the 
tenant for life, it was clear that the continuance of the property unsold 
would be sufficient to shew that the person interested intended tu take 
as real estate. The question was whether the existence of that life 
estate made any difference. His lordship was entitled to take into 
consideration the nature of the trust, which was primarily to create a 
Tund to meet debts and legacies. After these were met R. J. M. 
Gumbleton was the only person interested, and in his lordship’s view 


rec 








for permanent retention as land, may give | 


| Bote Mining Co., 


previous authority, was whether an intention to | 





by retaining his interest unsold during the remainder of his life he 
evidenced an intention that the trust for conversion should not be 
carried out, so that at his death the remainder was real estate and 
passed under the devise to the plaintiff. His lordship took into con- 
sideration, as one of the surrounding circumstances, the fact, which was 
admitted, that Bird’s Farm was convenient to be held with the 
Twining estate.—CounseLt, for the plaintiff, Jenkins, K.C., and 
Dunham; for the defendant, J. S. Green. SOLICITORS, Christopher d& 
Son; Smiles & Co. 
[Reported by Percy T. CARDEN, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
(GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & CO. 
28th Oct. 


MisTAKE OF 


KERRISON ». Hamilton, J. 


MistakKE—PAYMENT UNDER Fact—Liasitity to Rerunp. 

The plaintiff entered into an agreement with K. d& Co., of New York, 
whereby the latter agreed to honour the drafts of a Mexican company up 
to L5W, the plaintiff, who required a standing credit, agreeing to recoup 
hk. d& Co. by paying £500 into their account with the defendants on 
advice that the credit given by K. & Co. to the company was nearly 
exhausted. On the 30th of October, 1907, the plaintiff receive d advice 
from K. & Co. that they had credited the company with £500, and 
requested him to pay that amount to the credit of their account with 
defendants. On the 31st of October the plaintiff paid the £500, as 
requested, and subsequently, on finding that K. & Co. had suspended 
payment on the 30th of October, applied to the defendants for repay- 
ment of the £500. The defendants, who meanwhile had done no more 
than enter the receipt of the £500 in their books, claimed to retain that 
sum in reduction of K. & Co.'s indebtedness to them. 

Held, that as the £500 had been paid under a mistake as to the 
true position of affairs, and me rely in anticipation of a li gal liability, the 
plaintiff was entitled to recover. 

The plaintiff, who was interested in a Mexican company called the 
desired that the company might be able to draw on 
bankers in New York, and an arrangement was made that the company 
should draw on Kessler & Co. to the extent of $7,500, and honour drafts 
in excess of that amount up to £500. The modus operandi was for 
Kessler & Co. to instruct the plaintiff that the credit of £500 had been 
drawn upon, and thereupon the plaintiff credited the account of Kessler 
& Co. in London with the defendants with that amount. The arrange 
ment was subsequently modified by Kessler & Co. informing the plaintiff 
when the credit of £500 was ‘‘ nearly exhausted.’’ Kessler & Co. wrote 
a letter to the plaintiff on the 21st of October, 1907, which the plaintiff 
received on the 30th of October, requesting him to pay £500, and stating 
that they had credited the Bote Mining Co. with that amount. Kessler 
& Co. made an entry in their books to this effect. They informed the 
Bote Mining Co. of the credit, and during the eight days between the 
21st and the 30th of October the Bote Mining Co. drew cheques upon the 
account which, however, were not presented. On the 3lst of October 
Messrs. Barclay & Co., on behalf of the plaintiff, paid to the defendants 
£500 to the credit of Kessler & Co., of which an entry was made in 
defendants’ books. On the 30th of October Kessler & Co. became 
insolvent, and on the plaintiff becoming aware of this fact on the follow- 
ing day he at once wrote to the defendants asking them not to pay the 
money over to anyone, but to return it to him, which they declined to 
do. The defendants were the bankers in London of Kessler & Co., whose 
account was overdrawn to the extent of about £40,000, and the 
defendants reduced the overdraft by retaining the £500. It was con- 
tended on behalf of the plaintiff that the defendants had not altered 
their position to their disadvantage since the payment of the £500, and 
were therefore not entitled to retain that amount. It was submitted on 
behalf of the defendants that. money could not be recovered merely 
because it was paid in ignorance of some fact which, if known, would 
have influenced the payer not to pay it : Chambers v. Miller (32 L.J.C.P. 
30), Aiken v. Short (1 H. & N. 210). 

Hamitton, J., in the course of his judgment, said the plaintiff made 
a mistake, and paid money under a mistake as to the true state of 
affairs. He found that the plaintiff paid the money in anticipation of 
his legal liability, as he had not at that time come under any actual 
legal liability. He did not think the plaintiff paid the money irrespec 
tive of whether he was liable or not ; he thought he paid it on the footing 
that the ordinary state of affairs existed, when, in fact, it did not 
exist, and that the plaintiff did not intend to part with his money, 
mistake or no mistake. It was contended that the doctrine of mistake 
did not apply so far as the defendants were concerned, and that to 
entitle one to recover the mistake must be one between payer and 
payee. In his opinion, however, the defendants were mere conduit 
pipes. It was urged that the defendants must have rights which 
Kessler & Co. had not, that the defendants were under no mistake, 
and that the money could not be recovered from the defendants unless 
they were under some mistake of fact. He thought the matter was 
concluded by authority in a long line of cases from Buller v. Harrison 
(2 Cowp. 565) down to Continental Caoutchouc Co. v. Kleinwort 
(9 Com. Cas. 240), and Kleinwort, Sons & Co. v. Dunlop Rubber Co 
(23 Times L. R. 696). It seemed to him to be clear that all the 
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defendants did when they seiedeed the money was to write an entry in} Messrs. Adler & Perowne, seliciiows, a 15, Copthall avenue, London, 

their books, and that when the plaintiff asked for its return they were | E.C., and 95, Rue des Petits C hamps, Paris, have admitted as a partner 

in the position of having received a windfall and desired to retain it. | Mr. Cravpr Savett Brackmorg, B.A. (Oxon.), who has been with them 

The cases were, however, against the defendants, and there would be ; for eignt years. The style of the firm is not altered. 

judgment for the plaintiff for the amount claimed with costs.—CounsEL, | ; ¢ 

Rowlatt; Alan Macpherson.  Sortcirors, Gribble & Co.; Murray, | Dissolutions. 

“hing : Stirling. &: Co } 
sutenene, 4 — yy ; ae a CHARLES JAMES SHARP and ARTHUR WILLIAM BrRatn, solicitors (Sharp 
[Reported by LEONARD C. THoMAS, Barrister-at-Law. ] & Brain), Southampton. Dec. 31. [Gazette, Dec. 31. 

ee | Sir Grorce Henry Lewis, Bart., Grorce James Granam Lewis, and 

ReGINsLD WarD Poo tg, solicitors (Lewis & Lewis), 10, 11, and 12, Ely 
) ~ ¥ ’ place, Helborn, London. Dec. 31. So far as concerns the said Sir 

The Ret ement of Sir George Lewis. | George Henry Lewis ; the said George James Graham Lewis and Reginald 

Ward Poole will continue to carry on the said business in partnership 
Ar the end of last year Sir George Lewis retired from practice; | at the same address, under the style or firm of Lewis & Lewis. 





such retirement is announced in the London Gazette, and we under- Cuartes THoomas Orrorp and Epwarp Orrorp Capon, solicitors 

stand he now only attends at his offices to wind up the threads of | (Wordsworth, Blake, & Co.), 43, Bloomsbury square, London. Dec. 31. 

cases of the last year. The Daily Mail contains an interesting sketch | I aes | ‘ B oo (Pp 

of his career, from which we extract the following : | ea gg eS — van SSneenas ORSON, Menconene fe eians 
& Bolton), 24, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-street, London, and Alton, 


George Lewis was born in 1833. He was articled to his father, and 
in 1856 he was admitted. His fifty-three years of practice have been 
plentifully sprinkled with famous causes in which he took a prominent 
part. His first case of importance was the prosecution of the directors | 
of Overend, Gurney & Co., a great financial house of its time, for | 
issuing a false prospectus. Next in importance came the notorious | and Ernest Epcar Moraay, solicitors (Saxton & Morgan), 29, Somerset 
Bravo case. Everybody remembers the picturesque libel suit of Belt v. | street, Portman square, London. Dec. 51. Mr. Frederick Morgan, the 
Lawes and Bowles. Mr. Belt was a sculptor; Mr. Lawes, now Sir John | senior partner, retiring from the firm ; the remaining partners, Frederick 


| Hants. Dec. 31. The said James Lovell Peters will continue to practise 
| at 2a, Guildhall chambers aforesaid, and the said Robert Charles Bolton 
| at 5, Guildhall-chambers aforesaid, and at Alton, Hants. 

FREDERICK MorGAN, FREDERICK StuaRT MorGan, Ropert SAyer Cox, 


Lawes, was another. In Vanity Fair, then owned by Mr. Bowles, | Stuart Morgan, Robert Sayer Cox, and Ernest Edgar Morgan will con 
appeared an article suggesting that much of Mr. Belt’s work was done | tinue the practice at the same address under the style of Saxton & 
by ‘‘ ghosts.’’ He claimed damages for libel, and was awarded £5,000. | Morg:n, as heretofore. [Gazette, Jan. 4. 
Then came the historic baccarat case. Sir William Gordon-Cumming ae 

brought an action for slander against Mr. and Mrs. Arthur Wilson, of | 

Tranby Croft, and other defendants, in connection with a card-playing | General. 


scandal. Sir George Lewis acted for the defendants. Sir Charles 
Russell led for the defendants, Sir Edward Clarke for the plaintiff. 
The King, then Prince of Wales, was called as a_ witness. appointed a committee to inquire into the administration of (a) endo 

After a trial of unusual piquancy the jury found for the defendants. | ments, the income of which is applicable or is applied to or in con 
In the Parnell Commission, one of the longest judicial inquiries ever | nection with elementary education, and (6) small educational endow- 
known, Sir George Lewis acted for Mr. Parnell and the Irish Nation- | ments other than the above in rural areas, the application of whi h to 


It is announced that the President of the Board of Education has 





° pate an . “gir e | = fee r 
alist Party. They had been accused by the Yimes of complicity in | their proper purposes presents special difficulties ; and to consider how 
Irish crime. A Commission was appointed by Parliament to investigate | far under the existing law it is possible to utilise them to the best 
the matter. It was composed of Sir James Hannen, Mr. Justice A. L. advantage ; and whether any, and, if so, what, changes in the law are 


Smith, and Mr. Justice Day. The inquiry lasted fifteen months. For | desirable in the direction of conferring upon county and other local 
the Irish members there appeared Sir Charles Russell (afterwards Lord | authorities some powers in respect of such educational endowments ot 
Chief Justice), Mr. Asquith (now Prime Minister), and Mr. R. T. | otherwise. 


Reid (now Lord Chancellor). An ther action which aroused e . ee 
general excitement was the divorce suit against Lady Colin| .4 useful manual, entitled Notes for Returning and Presiding 
Campbell, in which the late Duke f at? Be sce iwh and three | Officers at Parliamentary Elections, has been issued by Mr. C. W 
other co-respondents were cited. The trial lasted twenty.| Williams, the editor of Rogers on Elections (Solicitors Lav 
four days, and Lady Colin and the co-respondents (for whom | Stationery Society, Limited). It covers the whole subject very tersely 
Sir Georce vers fo "OER Tha “ ‘Reeeetee in paragraphs and headings. Mr. Elias T. Powell has also published 
Sir George Lewis acted on their case. The latest suit of general “ I 5 : ° . 

Practical Notes on the Management of Elections, being three lectures 


interest in which Sir George acted was the recent libel action brought 
by Mr. Lloyd George, which resulted in a complete retractation in open 
court of all charges against the Chancellor of the Exchequer and an 
agreed verdict of £1,000 damages. with costs. against the defendants. 
Sir George received his knighthood shortly after the termination of 
the Parnell Commission. He was made a baronet in 1900, and in 1905 
was appointed C.V.O. 


on Parliamentary election law and practice given by him at the London 
School of Economics and Political Science (P. 8. King & Son). Towards 
the end there are some diverting enlarged reproductions of disputed 
ballot papers, and the various classes of election offences are described 
in detail. The lectures are a practical and interestingly written synopsis 
of the law and practice. 





It is announced that Mr. Lane, K.C., the senior magistrate at the 
West London police-court, has intimated his intention of resigning his 


f 


position. ‘This decision, which has been induced by considerations of 


Obituary. health, and is taken under medical advice, will be keenly regretted by 


; everyone at the court. He was appointed in 1893, and, with the excep 
Mr. C. E. Bradbury. | tion of a few years at North London police-court, has sat continuously 
“ a ' : at the West London police-court during his seventeen years’ tenure of 

Mr. Charles Edward Bradbury, of 19, Essex-street, Strand, London, ! magisterial office. Mr. Lane, says the Daily Mail, is a great lover of 
and Onslow, Surbiton, solic itor s died on the th ult , at the early ape of | horses and a good judge of them. ; This is Wwe il known, and a horse deal Il 
forty-three years He was the son of Mr. Joseph Bradbury, of Shef-| was once heard to declare, ‘‘ If I’m on the straight in a deal over a 
field, and was articled to Mr. Hughes. C.M.G., of that city, and was} jrorse. Mr. Lane’s the magistrate for me. If I ain’t on the straight, any 
admitted in 1889. Shortly after his admission he came to London, and xf the others ’ll suit me.’ : 
had been in practice there ever since, and at his death was a member of 
the firm of Guscotte, Wadham, Bradbury & Tickell. 


There have been some quaint spectacles in connection with the intro 
duction of the new oath. At an inquest at Hackney there was only one 
SEE es | Testament in court, and the jurymen, in twos and threes, held it up and 
repeated the oath till all were sworn. Before the coroner’s officer could 
intervene, a witness at the Lambeth coroner’s court not only kissed the 
Testament, but also the piece of cardboard on which the copy of the new 
oath was printed. At the Surrey Quarter Sessions, at Kingston, on 
Tuesday, the swearing-in of the juries under the new Act occupied, says 
the Times, over five minutes in each case. Mr. George Cave, K.C., 
M.P., chairman, in his charge to the grand jury, said he thought the 
latest form of the oath was the worst, as, if the oath had to be repeated 
to each witgess or juror, it would lead to a great loss of time, and in the 

vase of certain witnesses, such as children, invalids, nervous people, 
near Sr ict wena le hard of hearing or slow of speech, there would also be gre: 


Changes in Partnerships inconvenience, especially at petty sessional courts and county courts, 
™ y where many hundreds of persons had to be sworn. He himself, in the 


Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. Crartes Rosert Bow tks, of the firm of Messrs. R. S. Jackson, 
Bowles & Jackson, of Ingram-court, 167, Fenchurch-street, London, 
E.C., and Brockley, S.E., has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 
Mr. Bowles was admitted in July, 1896. 








Admissions. House of Commons, had made an attempt to get the form restored to 

. : 7 what was originally proposed, but, the end of the session supervening, 

Mr. T. H. E. Foord, of 15, Philpot-lane, solicitor, has, as from the] there was no result. Many mistakes were made over the new oath at 

Ist inst.. taken into partnership his son, Mr. Georce Howarp Foorp, | the West London police-court, and Mr. Fordham remarked that the new 
B.A. (Camb.), and the style of the firm will be Foord & Son. form was bringing the oath into ridicule. 
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Sir John Bigham, says a writer in the Globe, lately referred with 
pardonable pride to a striking instance of the law’s promptitude on the 
Admiralty side of the division over which he presides. An action arose 
out of a collision which took place in the Channel on the ‘‘ 20th of 
November, and judgment was given in the Admiralty Court on the 20th 
of December. I think,’’ added the learned President, ‘‘ that compares 
very favourably with some of the work that takes place in the other 
divisions.’” This is not, however, the record instance of judicial expe- 
dition. Even swifter was the flight of justice in an action brought in 
the King’s Bench Division against the Russian Bank, in 1905, in con- 
nection with the carriage of contraband goods to Vladivostock. The 
writ was issued on the 15th of March, judgment was given by Mr. 
Justice Channell on the 27th of March, and the question was finally 
disposed of by the Court of Appeal on the 3lst of March. But here, of 
course, the trial of the case, owing to its urgency, was advanced by the 
court. 
In a letter to the Times, Mr. F. A. Stringer thus replies to questions 
put to him with regard to the new oath :—(1) Question: ‘‘ The Act 
allows the person either to ‘ say’ or ‘ repeat’ after the officer. Why 
does the form ignore the former, the most expeditious mode? ”’ 
Answer : Because not one in a thousand persons sworn knows the words 
of the oath, including those expressing its purpose, so that they can say 
them for themselves. See answer to next question. (2) Question : 
“Where are ‘ the words of the oath prescribed by law,’ with which the 
new form is to conclude, to be found? ’’ Answer : These are the words 
expressing the purpose of the oath binding the persons sworn—e.g., a 
witness to speak the truth; a juror to well and truly try the case, &c. 
They are numerous, and can be found in any text book on oaths. (3) 
Question : ‘‘ Is the form of affirmation of a Quaker amended in any and 
what way?’’ Answer: The Oaths Act, 1909, applies only to oaths, and 
does not in any way affect affirmations either under the Oaths Act, 1888, 
section 1, or under the special Acts allowing Quakers and Moravians to 
affirm in lieu of swearing, none of which provisions have been repealed. 
(4) Question : ‘*‘ Are the Allegiance, Official, and Judicial Oaths pre- 
sclibed by 31 & 32 Vict. c. 72. amended by the new Act? ’’ Answer : 
Undoubtedly they are amended to the following extent. Every oath is 
to be administered ‘‘ without question ’’ in the new form given in the 
Oaths Act, ‘‘ unless the person about to be sworn voluntarily objects 
thereto.’’ [Section 1 (2).] If he voluntarily objects, he may be either 
sworn in any manner he may choose and define (1 & 2 Vict. c. 105) or 
may affirm under the Oaths Act, 1888, or the Acts as to Quakers and 
Moravians. (5) Question: ‘‘ What is the legal definition of a 
Christian? ’? Answer: This seems at first sight irrelevant, for the new 
Act does not raise it in any way. The real question, no doubt, is ‘‘ How 
is the person administering an oath to know whether the person about to 
be sworn is to be given the New Testament or the Old Testament? ”’ 


Mr. Justice WARRINGTON.—Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice WarrincTon will take his Business 
as announced in the Hilary Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice NEVILLE will take his Business as announced in the Hilary 
Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice ParKer.—Except when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Parker will sit for the disposal of 
his Lordship’s Witness List daily (except Saturdays) throughout the 
Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Eve will take his Business as announced in the Hilary 
Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr._ Justice Eve will take Liver- 
pool and Manchester Business on Saturdays, the 15th and 29th January, 
the 12th and 26th February, and the 12th March. 

Suramonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice WARRINGTON, 
Mr. Justice NEVILLE, and Mr. Justice Eve will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Suinmonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Warrincton, Mr. Justice NeviLLe, and Mr. 
Justice Eve. 

Notice with REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WirtNEss Lists. 

During the Hilary Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 
Witness Actions as follows :— 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take the Witness List for Joyce and Ever, JJ. 

Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy will take the Witness List for Swinren 
Eapy and NrEvittr, JJ. 

Mr. Justice Parker will take the Witness List for WARRINGTON and 
ParkeER, JJ. 

Cuancery Causes For TriaL on HEARING. 
Set down to December 23rd, 1909. 
Before Mr. Justice Joyce. Piper v M. N. Syndicate ld act 
Retained Matters. and ecounter-claim 
Craven v Craven fur con and two White v Charles act and counter- 
adjd sumns (not before Feb 1) claim 
In re Granite Corpn ld Mortlock | Attorney-Gen vy Walthamstow 

v the Company adjd sumns Urban District Council act 

In re Same Same v Same adjd Smith v Anglo-American Oi] Co 
sumns 

In re Gomm 
adjd sumns 

In re Wilkinson’s Settlement 

Hind v Leman adjd sumns 


act 

Woods v Keeble act 

Lyons v Beecher act 

Baslow v Denholm act 

Morgan v Jeffreys act 

Stringer v Neely act (s o Easter 
Sittings) 

Wade v The Oxford Id act and 


Ruston v Chovil 


Petition, | 


In re Neate 











This question has existed always, and has created no difficulty. In 
practice the person to be sworn is assumed to be a Christian and the 
oath is tendered to him as such. A Jew always asks at once to be sworn 
on the Old Testament. 








Messrs. CHESTERTON AND Sons, house and estate agents, of Kensing- 
ton. Sloane-street, and Cheapside, notify that the address of their 
Sloane-street offices is No. 1, Cadogan-place, S.W. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reoistrars In ATTENDANCE ON 


Emercexcy Apprau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 











Date. Rota, No. 2. OYOR. Swinerew Eapy. 
Monday ...Jan. J0 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theod Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ....... oe Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Wedvesday ...... 12 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday .. - 18 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Friday .. ae Synge Church Greswell Theed 
Saturday .....0008 16 Goldschmidt Synge Beal Charch 

Date Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

_ Wanreinertor. NEVILLE. Parkes. Eve, 
Monday ...Dec. 10 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Beal 
Tuesday ......... ll Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Lorrer 
Wednesday...... 12 Beal Church Greswell Leach 
Thursday... . Borret Synge Beal Farmer 
Friday ... . 14 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Saturday ........ 15 Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 





High Court of Justice. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1910. 
Notices RELATING TO THE CHANCERY Cause List. 





in the Hilary Sittings Paper. 


Convelas v Wilkinson act (not be- 


In re Pollard dec 


Fraser v Lee act 
Churchill v Williams act and 


Horsfall Destructor Co v Mayor, 


—s : ‘ Fladgate v Dawburn act 
Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated Atttorney-Gen v Eaet Surrey Water 


counter-claim 
Reynolds v Ichester act 
Green v Groves act 
Slazenger v A. Burrow & Co act 
Juvelius v Vaughan act 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) 
Attorney-Gen. v Andover Conpn 
Wiseman v Patz act (so for dis- 


covery) 
Evan-Thomas y Aberavon Corpn | Elkington & Cov Gunn act 
act } Smith v Smith act 


Kempinsky v Jalon act 

Teale v Teale act 

Wilson v Kelland act 

Brook v Auty act 

Garner v The Trustees of the pro- 
perty of Odell, a bankrupt act 
and counter-claim 


Rome v Stuart act (so until re- 
turn of commission, April 21) 
Smith-Bosanquet v Smith act 
In re Theherne. Theherne v ,Tre- 
herne act (not before Jan 14) 
Armstrong Oiler Co }d v Patent 
Axle Box &c. Co. act (not be- 
fore Feb 1) Cason v Garnham act 
Mooney v Same act (not before Knill vy Dumergue act 
‘ab 1) Measures Bros Id (in liquidation) 
In re United Kingdom Debenture v Measures act (fixed for Jan 17) 
Bank ]d Molony v the Company a 
act : 
Barnett v Barnett act Bofore Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy, 
Conway Bridge Commissioners v Retained by Order, 
Jones act Motions. 
Ridley v Blackburn act Moes v Craggs 
Cayford v Stevens act, counter- Adams v Morgan 
claim and m f j 





Petition. 
In re The Trusts of the Staff Bene- 
volent Fund of the British Tea 
Table Co (1897) ld 


fore April 1) 
Willison v 


Young act 


Locke & Co (Newland) ld v Rich- ( 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Powell Wood Process Syndi- 
cate & Boake Roberts’ Contract 
and In re Vendor & Purchaser 
Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Hugh Pigott, dec Monck- 
ton v Alleroft adjd sumns 

In re James Wells, dee Dickie v 
Monson adijd sumne 


ardson = act 


counter-claim 


&c. of Portsmouth act 


Co act (s o till Easter Sittings) 


Mr. Justice Joyce.—Except when other Business is advertised in the | Jones y Albion Steam Coal Co In re Stubley Stubley v Bang 


Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken daily througheut 
the Sittings. 
Mr. Justice SwinreEN Eapy.—Except when other Business is adver- | J] 


Morley v Smith act 


act adjd sumns 
Skinner v Denby adjd sumns 


wewis v Mercer act Same v Same adjd sumns 





tised in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy will sit for] In re Short, dec Short v Reneau In re Edwin King, dec King v 





*he disposal of his Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the Sittings. 


act King adjd sumns 
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In re Nevill’s Trusts Cowie v 
Nevill adjd sumns 

Booth v Boardman adjd sumns 

In re J. B. Knight’ 
Knight v Knig vdjd sumns 

Derby Corpn v Johnson adjd 
sumns | 


Companies (Winding Upp). 
Motion. 

New York & Cont nental Line (for 
taxation—s o from Dec 14, 1909, 
to Hilary 1910 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses.) | 

Harrison v Mander act (restored) | 

Nicholls v Kershaw act not 
before Jan. 17) 

Woodley v_ Bulteel act 
before Jan. 16) 

Walker v Depree act and counter 
claim (not bofer Jan. 19) 


Trusts 


Sittings, 


(not 


Jupn v Martin act and counter- | 
claim | 

In re Loyd, Chapman v Owles act. | 

Imcas v Bradley act (not before | 
Feb. 1) | 

Progrozssive Assce Co v Turnbull 
act 


Callaway v Rowley Bros act 

Chambers v_ Legett act 
before Feb. 1) | 

Charlesworth v The South Atlan- | 
tic Trading Cold act 

Simeon v Kaffirs Consolidated In 
vestment & Land Co act 

Simmons v Williams act 
before Feb 1 | 


(not 


(not 


In re John Medler, dec Dunn vy 
Drew act (not before Feb 1) | 

Chilworth Gunnowder Co ld v } 
Gosselin-Grimshawe act 


Maunder v Paterson act 
Ruthven v Rowett aci 
Suart v Stevenson act 


Schaefer v Radua Manufacturing 
Co act | 

White v Bowyer act and counter- | 
claim } 

Currey v Guiliver ect 


Bayley v Wood act 


Leslie v Stride act and yunter 

claim | 
In re James Daniels, the elder, 

dec, Weeks v Daniels act | 

} 


James v Prothcroe act 
Gold v Beauchamp act 
Major v London & We 
Loan & Discount Co ld. act 
In re Brown Golding v Brady adjd 
sumns (with witnesses) 
Wilson v Great Western Ry act 
Aberv v South Fast 
and counterclaim 
Doble v Snaendonck act 
Kyle v Gillesvie act 
Booth v Boardman act 
Berlitz School of Languages ld vy 
Liévre act 


stminster 


rn Ry Co act 


Muralo Co v W R Taylor & Co act 
Gill v Brooks act 

Deterding v Dack act 

Kock v Spaull act 

Atkinson v Hucklesby act 


In re Patent & Designs Act 1907 

In re Letters Patent No 1466 of 
1908 granted to the Consoli lated 
Brake Co petition for revocation 

Schweder v Gardner and ors act 
(without pleadings) 

Attorney-Gen v The Narberth 
Urban Jiistrict Council act 

Gingell v Gingell act and counter 
claim 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
} 
Russell vy Thackeray act 
} 
| 
} 


Before Mr. Justice Warrington. 
Retained by Order 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) 
Attorney-Gen, at the relation of 
the Mayor &c of Holborn v The 


Chandos Land & Bldg Soc act 
pt hd (s o fixed for Jan 19) 


Jackson act 
v Hardy act 


James V 
Bright and anr 

unter-claim 
Dover ld v Nurnberger 


waren Fabrick Gerbruder 


and 


a 


Adjourned Summonses, 
In re The Estate of R B Kemp, 


de Kemp v Jordan adjd sumns 
restored) set down Dec 14 1908 
In re John Berridge, dec Berridge 
v Reed adjd sumns 
In re Sir Samuel Wilson, dec 


jd sumns 
Charlton 


Wiils , Wilson ad 
In re Charlton’s Estate 
v Stagg adjd sumns 
In re Luke Borma dec 
v Borman pe rye sumns 
In re Hawthorne & Silcock’s Con 
tract, and In re The Vendor & 
Purchaser Act, 1874 adja 


Borman 


sunins 
In re David Cooper 
Bawtree v Bawtree 


Scott, dec 
adjd sumns 


In re David Francis Douglas 
Scott’s Settlement Ellison and 
anr v Ellison and anr adjd 
Sulnns 

In re Same Bawtree v_ Scott 
adjd sumns 

In re Same Ellison and anr vy 
Scott and anr adjd sumns 

In re David Cooper Scott, de 
m4 t v Scott adj d sumns 

In re Joseph Chanman, dec Moun 
tain \ "elheen adja sumns 

In re R P Rickman, the Eder, 
dec Blaker v Rickman adjd 
ult 

In re James Cruickshank, de: 
Forsyth v Forsyth adjd sumn: 

In re Amor’s Estate Amor v Amor 


djd sumns 

In re Wrizht’s S.tt!ement Philips 
v Ramshaw 

In re Hawley’s Will Tr 
v Hawley adjd sumns 

Edler v The Victoria Press & 

SumMiis 

Robert Peel's Settled 
Estates, &c, and In the Ms 

of the Settled Land Acts, 1882 
to 1890 adjd sumns 

In 1 Elan l, Nettleship & Butt, 
ilrs (taxn of costs) adjd summns 

Ellis v Kerr point of law 


In re I J ' 


adjd sumns 


Talbot 


usts 


procedure 


il re wir 


‘ and ors 
"Abreu, de 
All ano and anr 


Broo 
adjd 
In re H C Cottrell, dec suckland 
edingfield adjd sumns 
klesby & Minnis’ (‘on 
no re The Vendor & 


Celluloid- | 
Wolff | 


ul 1874 adjd sumns | 
In re Walpole. « de In re Young, | 
de: Gayford and anr v Cron- | 
shey and ors adjd sumns 
» re Thomas Washbourne Gibbs, 
dec Fiwell v Gibbs adjd sumns | 
In re Thomas Clayton, dec Clay- | 
ton v Clayton adjd sumns a 
In the Matter of the Fstate of Sir 
EK F Alford, dec Burdon and 
ors v Alferd and ors adjd sumns 
In re Enrico Novella, dec Benito 
v Clemente adid sumns } 
In re Bates’ Will Trusts In re | 
Von de Weyer’s Will Far | 
Grey v Viscount Esher adjd | 


sumnes 
In re W Mussill, de 
Wardle adjd 
In re Wethered, de 
v Wethered 


Seigmund v 
sumns 

Wethered 
adjd sumns 


In re James Hobbs. dec Preston v 
Forze adjd sumns 
In re Longsdon, dec Longsdon 


v Longsedon vdjd sumns 

In re The Estate of Samuel Elliott. 
dec Elliott: vy Harrison adjd 
sumns 





In re J H Sheppard’s Trusts Flet- 
cher v Evans adjd sumns 

In re Rye’s Settlement Trusts 
Fortescue v Rye adjd sumns 


Bradford vy Wallis adjd — 

In re Bevan’s Settlement Bevan 
v Bradshaw adjd sumns 

In re Ainslie, dec Dettmar-Todd 
vy The Animals’ Hospital and 
Institute adjd sumns 





Before Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Robinson v London Genera! Omui- 

bus Co ld act 
Paine v Barnes act 
Purdin v Roberts act 
Same v Same act 


Causcs for Trial Without Wit- 

nesses and Adjourned Summonses 

O’ Reilly v Bonney 
come on with tur con) 

Gill vy Marshall adjd —_ 

In re E Birt’s Estate In re J. M. 
Birt’s Estate Hodges w 
adjd sumns 


In re Cazenove Cazenove v Law- 


ford adjd sumns 

In re Knocker, dec Mosse v 
Knocker adjd sumns 

In re J. Wood, dec Smith v 
Wood adjd sumns 


Warman, dec 
adjd sumns 
Hammick v 


In reM E 
v Bilham 
In re Knight 
{jd sumns 
Malvern Hills Conservators Vv 
Whitmore adjd sumns 
In re Medler, dee Dunn v Drew 
adjd sumns 
In re John Lawr 
In re Trustee <Act, 
sumns 
In re Ildert Trusts 
Gilbert adjd sumns 


Lee 


nson, dec 


1895 


adjd 
Lang v 


ons 


Baxter v 


In re Denison, dec 
Myers adjd sumns 
In re Moubray, dec Moubray v 


Moubray a \jd sumns 

In re Oakeshott, dec Oake shott v 
Oakeshott adji sumns 

In re Burton, dec Ans ted v Baker 
adjd sumns 

In re Leeds and Batley Breweries 
ld North v Holmes adjd 
sumns # 
In re Wollaston, dec 
Locke adjd sumns 
In re Hayward, dee Robin v Hay- 
ward _ d sumns 

In re Ha Cumpston v Cump- 
ston sl sumns 

In re Lyall Gainsford v 
adjd sumns 

In re Barber's Estate 
—_— adjd sumns 

Webb Lamp Co. ld v Grice 
sumns 

In re Brown's 


Seago w 


Lyall 
Avery v 
adjd 


Assignment Good- 
year v Brown adjd eumns 

In re Simpson, dec Topham v 
Coates adjd sumns 

In re Lyon Henry v Henry 
sumns 

Chemische Fabrik Griesheim Elek- 

Anilin und Soda 


adjd 


tron v Badische 
Fabrik motn 


In re Palmer, dec Green v Palmer 


adjd sumns 

In re MacKintiosh, dee MacKin- 
tosh v Scott adjd sumns 

In re Bayes, dec Moody v Stone 


adjd sumns 
In re J. S. Burton, dec 
Burton adid sumns 
In re Mary Budd, dec 
Watson. act 
In re Eyre’s Trusts 
Blake adjd sumns 


Peters v 
Atkins v 


Crosse v 


adjd sumns (to | 


, Allard | 


Hunter | 


and 


In re Wilson, dec Wilts o Vv 
Hundy adjd sumns 

In re Yate, dec Tunbridge v Yate 
adjd sumns 


| In re Shanaghan’s Trusts Shana- 
| ghan v Shanaghan adjd sumns 
In re Crabtree, dec Thomas vy 
Crabtree adjd sumns 
In re Sarah Marten Smith yv 
| Huntley adjd sumns 
In re Robinson, dec Clarksor y 
Robinson adjd sumns 
In re Manley, dec Bostan y 


Thorowgood adjd 
In re Allen, Mason v 
adjd sumns 
In re Lyell, 
adjd sumns 
In re Relton, 


sumns 
| 
| 
adjd sumns 
| 
| 


Allen 


dec 


dec Smith w Lyell 


dec Dawes v Relton 
In re Huntingford, dec Leigh 
Malan adjd sumns 
Marriage Sett‘¢ 
Phillips adjd 


Bennett v 
Phillips’ 


Kettle v 


In re 
ment 
sumns 

In re J § Hunt, dec 

| Smith adjd sumns 

| In re Ellis, dec Hillman v Canton 
adjd sumns 

In re Jeeves, dec 
adjd sumns 

In re Fuller 

| adjd sumns 

In re French 

| adjd sumns 

| In re a Settlement of Aug 27, 1831 

| 

| 

| 


Smith vy 


T > - 44 1 
Jeeves V dSlecle 


Squire v Bousfield 


French v MacShai:< 


3Zaker v Ford adjd sumns 
Limb v Holbrook adjd sumns 
Keith v Bower adjd sumns 
United Shoe Machinery 
A Fussell & Co 


British 
Co v 
sumns 

In re Stone, dec Stone v 

adjd sumns 


adjd 


Burten 
shaw 
{In re Davies and Kent’s Contract 
| and In re The Vendor and Pur- 
chasar Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

| In re John Corbyn Janson v Carr 
| adjd sumns 
| 
| 


Widdrington y Turner m f j 
(short) 

In re Franc:s Francis v Fran 

adjd sumns 


i re J E Cooke’s 


kenzie v The Trustee of 


Trust Ma 


Edward, a Bankrupt adjd 
sumps 

In re Hil's, dec Wills v Schiller 
m f j (short) 


In re Manser, dec Killick vy Man- 


ser adjd sumnes 


In re Masterman, dec Watson v 
Talbot adjd sumns 

In re Evans Metropolitan Bank of 
England and Wales v_ Evans 
m f j (short) 


Attorney-Gen v West Ham Corp. 
adjd su mns 

In re Tottie’s Trusts 
, Tottie adid 

In re William Jones, dec 
v Owen adjd sumns 

In re William Jones’ Trusts 
Jones v Owen adjd sumns 


Rutherford 
sumns 


R beris 


Further Considerations. 
In re John Mavins, dec Mavins 
v Mavins fur con 
In re Elizabeth 
Francis v Francis 
Lewis v Lewis fur 


Francis, dé 
fur con 
con 

(Winding Up) and 


Companies 
Division. 


Chancery 
Companies (Winding Up). 
Petition 

Ind, Coope and Co. ld 
Spalding) 

Same (petn of H G Da Costa—s o 

from July 20, 1909, to January 

12, 1910) 


(petn of C 
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Ibo and Nyassa Corpn ld (petn of ; Companies (Winding _Up) and 


Lewis and Marks—ordered on 
November 9, 1909, to s o pend- 
ing result of an appeal to the 
House of Lords) 

British Aluminium Co ld (petn of 
Dick Kerr and Co ld) 

Same (petn of A Schonfield and 
Co—s o from November 16, 
1909, to January 12, 1910) 

Chanditer’s Wiltshire Brewery 11 
(petn of London City and Mid- 
land Bank ld—s o from Decem- 
ber 14, 1909, to February 1, 
1910) 
Perry Brothers ld (petn of Royal 
Sanitary Institute—s o from 
December 14, 1909, to January 
12, 1910) 

Ernest Brown Id (petn of M Roes 
ler—s o from December 14, 
1909, to January 12, 1910) 

Kaslo-Slocan Mining and Finan- 
cial Corpn 1d (petn of J F Lip 
man) 

Ind, Coope and Co ld (petn of 
Shuters, Chippindales and Col- 
yers 1d) 

Incandescent Mantle Co Id /petn 
of Ernst Hildebrandt) 

Credit Bank ld (petn of Frederick 
Smith and Co) 

J. Straus and Co ld (pein of 
Fickus, Courtenay and Co) 

Sanitary Appiiances Syndicate ld 
petn of Associated Newspapers 
ld) 

W Wailer and Co ld (petn of 
W T Towler and Son ]4) 

Vorobioff Syndicate Id (petn of 
Platinum Corpn Id) 

Anglo-Spanish Copper Co Id (petn 
of Romanera Copper Co ld and 
anr) 

Silberhiitte Supply Co ld (petn of 
Lady Wilson and ors) 

General Finance and Credit Co ld 
(petn of W. Galloway) 

De Mello Brazilian Rubber Co 14 
petn of Compagrie Francaise de 
Mines d’Or et de ) Afrique du 
Sud) 

“Vivid’’ Syndicate Id (petn of 
H. F. Duncombe) 

Brice Patents Co ld (peta of D R 
Bruce) 


Chancery Division. 
Petition under Section 39 of the 
Companies Act, 1907. 

Oils and Merchandise (Africa) ]1 
on 23rd March, 1909, ordered to 

stand over generally) 


Petition unfler Sec 45 of the Com- 
panies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 

Anglo-Egyptian Land Co ld 
(ordered on July 27, 1909, to 
stand over genérally) 


Petitions (to confirm reduction of 
Capital), 
Crescens (Matebele) Mines and 
Land Co ld and reduced 
Calgary and Edmonton Land Co 
Id and reduced 
Australian Estates and Mortgage 


Co ld and reduced 


Chancery Division. 
Court Summonses, 
International Securities Corpn ld 
(to vary list of contributories— 
—ex parte Harper—with wit- 
nesses) 
Imperial Food Supplies 1d (for ad- 
mission of proof of Harrap— 
with witnesses) 
English Gas Mantle Co ld (for 
balance order—Robin) 
Commercial Industrial and Land 
Co of Egypt ld (for payment of 
dividend) 
Same (for leave to compromise) 
British Oak House Purchase and 
Insce Corpn Id (for balance order 
—with witnesses) 
Syria Ottoman Ry Co ld (on 
assignment of proof) 
Amalgamated Radio-Telegraph Co 
Id (to restrain sale shares) 
Piccadilly Hotel ld Gunn and 
anr v Piccadilly Hotel ld and 
ors (on contract) 
Spanish Prospecting Co ld (for in- 
junction) 
} J Culliford and Sons ld 
Edwards v C J Culliford and 
Sons ld (directions as to pro- 
cedure) 


Before Mr. Justice PARKER. 
Retained by Order. 

Cause for Trial (with Witnesses) 

Causton v Rider & ors act and 

counter-claim 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In the matter «gf an Arbitration 
beuween The Lacre Mector Cai 
Co ld and The Albion Motor 
Car Co ld special case 

In re Matton Lambarde. dec Lam 
barae v Lamibarde ad,d sumns 
8s 0 generally) 

In re a Contract between Rev. W. 
A. Joanson & ors and The Lon 
don County Council] and In re 
The Vencor & Purchaser’s Act, 
1874 adjd sumns 

In re Lambert Syrett’s Cont~act 

and In re The Vendor & Pur- 

chase.’e Act, 1874 ad‘d sumns 

In re The Estete of Samson Fox, 

dec Fox v Fox adjd svmns 

In re Grice, dec Cooper v the 

Atttorney-Gon adjd sumns 

In re Betts’ Settlement ‘Trusts 

Gladstone v Maclean adjd 

sumns 

In re Grice, dec Cooper v Attor- 

ney-Gen adjd sumns 

In re J. T. Poyser, dec Landon 

& anr v Cox & ors adjd sumns 





Petition. 
In re Morrison’s Trusts 
Further Consideration. 
Danke v Suttom fur con (for 
Jan 17) 

Mot*on (by order). 
In re Langham 


Standing for Judgment. 
In re Parker’s Will & Codicils 
Aarker v Parkin (c a v Dec 17) 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 





Companies ‘Winding Up). 
Motions. 


Explor ng Land and Minerals Co! Parsons v Tuck & ors act (s o for 


: } 
a (lor appointment of new ]iqul- ; 


Mendiclssohn v Traies & Son act 
(s o pending scttlement) 


10 days after sumns disposed of) 


In re The Patents & Design Act, 
1907, & In re Forester’s Patent 
of March 28, 1896, No. 6,853, 
&c, for improvement in appara- 
tus for manufacturing Artificial 
or Patent Fuel petn of Graigola 
Merthyr Co Id tor extension of 
term (not before Jan 20) 

Matthews & anr v Smallwocd & 
anr act counterclaim and m f j 

Carmont v The Patriotic Invesi- 
ment Corpn id & ors att 








Brewer v The Rhymney Iron Co 
ld act 

Tunnell v Howlett and ors How- 
lett and anr v Tunnell and ors 
act 

Parker v Swinbank act 

Roche v Halsby & Co act 

Jones v Rees act 

Vogt v Morse act 

In re the Patents & Design Act, 
1907, and In the Matter of Ap- 
plication of James (Gray of 
Letters Patent Nos. 7.188 of 
1902, and 13,556 of 1902 peti- 
tion 

Gritliths vy Brown (s o not before 
Feb 7) 

Ker Sevmer v Benett Stanford ac 

In re Amherst dec Fountaine v 


Cecil act 
Appleyard v Templeton & Cox 
act 


Scamell vy Edwards act 

The Z Electric Lamp Manufactur- 
ing Co ld v Marples, Leach & 
Co ld act 

Carr v Jenkins act 

Wilson and ors v Wilson act 

In re Majestic Insce Co ld Barry 
v The Majestic Insce Co ld act 

Healey v Gower act 

Warren v Baring Bros & Cold act 

Gurr and anr v The Capital & 

Counties Bank Id act 

In re Stainsley, dec Bentley and 

ors v Whitfield act 

Adhesive Dry Mounting Co ld v 

L. Trapp & Co act 

Greaves v Pitman act 

Edwin Woodger v Gavin Hamilton 

ect (Newcestle-on-Tyne District 

Registry) act 

Lloyd v Ray act 

Srith v The Motorists’ Protection 

League ld act 


Lawler v Talmede and anr_ act 
Henry Gammon v Veter Mumford 
& Sons act 

Brinton v Homfray act 

Isdell v Macarthy act 

Kettle v Wright act 

The Stourcliffe Fstate Co ld v The 
Mayor &c of Bournemouth act 
Cooling v Palm act 

Wetherlev & Sons v The Inter- 
national Horse Agency & Ex- 
change ld_ act 

John Thomas Adams (trading as 
John Adams) v Thomas Adams 
act (not before Jan 18) 

In re Catford Building Svpplv 
Assoc Jd Messers v Catford 
Building Supply Assoc act i 


‘ . . 
Demsey v Stephen Jobbins ld act | 


Turner and anr v The Hove- 
Brighton Skating Rink Co ld 
act 

Robinson v Smith act 

Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Retia:ne d by Order. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Saunders v Carbonneau act and 
counter-claim 

In re H. R. G. Toler, dec Toler v 
Rebow act 

Wood’s Trustees v Pennington act 


Causes for Trial (without Wit- 
nesses) and Adjourned Sum- 
monses. 

Davey v Pilbrow adjd sumns 

In re Balmond, dec Balmond v 
Lewis adjd sumne 

In re A. N. Smith, dee Woolsten- 
holme v Smith adjd sumnes 

In re The Aluminium Oorpn 1d 
Lioyd’s Bank ld v The Co two 
adjd sumns 

Bath v The Standard Land Co 
adjd sumns 

In re A. E. Collins’ Trusts Col- 
lins v Trevail adjd sumns 

In re William Welsh, dec Hart v 
Webb adjd sumns 

In re Lain’s Will Donaldson v 
Lavins adjd sumns 

In re Charlesworth, dec Robin- 
son v Cleveland adjd sumns 

In re Parry, dec Browne vy Brown 
adjd sumns 

In re Rasseli, dec Purkis v Rus- 
sell adjd sumns 

In re Steele, dec Steele v Steele 
adjd sumns 

In re Waller. dec 
land adjd sumns 

In re Kough & Chavasses’ Settle 
ment In re Kough’s Will Hud- 
son v Adams adjd sumns 

In re Scott Gatty, infant adjd 
sumns 

In re tastwood’s Will Beardsell 
v Ridge adjd sumns 

In re C Moor, dec Easton v Moor 
adjd sumns 

In re an Indenture of Settlement 
In re H Entwistle’s Trust Loyd 
v Swinburne adjd sumns 

In re Swinburne’s Settlement 
Swinburne v Loyd adjd sumns 

In re Moss’ Will Moss v Moss 
adjd sumns 

In re Peek Peek v Rae adjd 
sumns 

In re W T Hayeeck & Sons Id 
Smithe v The Company adjd 
sumns 

In re Merdan’s Estate Mills v 
Legg adjd sumns 

In re Tollemache, dec Tollemache 
v Tollemache adjd sumns 

In re Price, dec Audley v Pad- 

dock adjd sumns 

Talbot v Ley motn for judgt 

(short) 

In re Elford, dec Lewis v Elford 
adjd sumns 

In re Griffiths’ Settlement Trust, 
In re Higgins’ Will Trusts 
Trotter v Griffiths adjd eumns 





Smith v Short- 


High Court of Just’ce—King’s Bench Division. 
Masters 1n CuamBers, 1910. 


A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Bonner ; Tuesdays, 


dator—s o from December 14, | The Britieh Thomson Houston Co Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Macdonell. 


1909. to January 18, 1910) | 


New York and Continental Line | Donnersmarckhiitte 
eische Eisen und Kohlenwerke ; Thursda 


(for taxation—s o from Decem- ' 
ber 14, 1909, to Hilary Sittings, | 
1910—retained by Mr, Justice 
Swinfen Eady) ~ ’ 


ld v Midland Ry Co act 
Olerschle- 


Actien Gesellschaft v Electric 
Construction Co ld act (for Jan 
19 subject to anything pt hd) 





ys, Saturdays, Master Day. 








G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Chitty ; Tuesdays, 


O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Archibald ; Tues- 
days, Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Wilberforce. 









Se ee 


—s 


ee eee 
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Practice MASTER. Matay Pewrnsuta (Jonorz) Russee Concessions, Lrp (tw Votuntary Ligurparioy) 
, P ; i 2 : —Creditcrs are required to send in the particulars of their debts, claims or demands 

A Master will sit daily in his own room in accordance with the follow- to Walter Clifford Northcott, 6, Gt Winchester st, Old Broad st 
ing Rota to dispose of all Questions of Practice, Ex parte Applications | tae East Warp oF Tee Ciry ov Lezps ConstitoTronat Cuivs Co, Lrp—Petn for 
and General Business. | winding up, presented Dec 30, directed to be heard before tne Court at Albion p 
= ona aia - | Leeds, Jan 17, at 1030, Foster, Leeds, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing 
Monday, Master W ilberfore e; Tuesday, Master i. hit ty ; Wednesday, must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan ib - . 
Master Macdonell; Thursday, Master Bonner; Friday, Master Day ; 

Saturday, Master Archibald. 






















‘ ; ‘ 

| Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
| London Gazette.—Feipay, Dec. 31. 

Crescent Wotrram Estarte*, Lrp. 


Winding-up Notices. Hustcry, Wacker & Co, Lro. 


Norra Lonpon Guaxpiay, Lrp. 


London Gazette,—Faipay, Dec. 31. — & Co, —_ 5 e + Cc. I 
r Z ‘ 7 . AUNTON AND est Somerser Corree Tavern Co, Lp. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. Procressive ADVERTISING AND PuBtisuine Co, Lrp, 


Lim1TEeEp In CHANCERY. East Fincatt Gotp Mines, Lrp (Reconstraction) 
Aero Iratian Bann, Lrp—Cveditora are required, on or before Feb 1, to send their ee _ a = 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Wells, : atcigg fe iat yr, ie Rec: ; 

66, Coleman st. Clements & Co, Gresham House, colors for the liquidators Mugcuison Assocrarep Gove Mixes, Ltp (Reconstruction) 
AnG@o-& panisH Copper Uo, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 15, directed to London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Jan, 4, 

be heard Jan 12. Jacksons & Co, Coleman st, solors for the petners. Notice of - 

appearing must reach the above-named not laer than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of _G®*®R4t CaourcHove Co, Lrp. 

Jan 11 Natriowat FurwisxtxG Co, Lro. 
De Metro Brazitian Reweer Co, Lro—Petn for winding up, prresented Dec 18, vs P. ees “ po del iis: ee 

directed to bo heard Jan 12, Goldverg & Co, West st, Finsbury circus, solors Seeechenes Cenaee ta as ° : 

for t.e pe'ners. Notice of appearing mast reach the above-named not later than ~ anager dese ~ 

6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 11 bn syne Fag aa Ha Co, Inp. crows, LTp. 
Easto-Sirocay Mistne anp Fiyarcrat Corporation, Lin—Petn for winding np, eee eee ee See en . 

presented Dec 6, directed to be heard Jan 12, Kennedy & Co, Abchurch In, solors yong ant tg 

for the petner, Notice of appearin t 3) ve-nar * : 2 = elie ‘ 

8 tiene te ‘en smaennens Py me ll g must reach the above-named not later than | TeogeyariowaL Trust AND Fiawce Corporation, Lr. 
Rationar Remepies, Lro—Pe n for winding up, presented Dec 28, directed to be — a - ge ated “a —_ 

heard Jan 12, Jacksons & Co, Coleman st, solors for the petaers, Notice of appearing | G a vgh >a pea o i e 

must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in tne afternoon of Jan Li > ect ‘ om seg - E 2 NEERIN( Co, Lrp (Reconst u2tion) 
Westoatre Manuracturtne Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, oa or before Jan 31, to Acai? “atin cha” Aggy oe ee 

rend in their names anc ey b 2bt fe entstgg 

os and addresses,and the particulars of their d2bts or claims, to Romer AMALGaMation Sywptcste, Lro. 





Eroest Smith, 7, Grimshaw at, Burnley, liquidator | Lonpow Watt Estats, Lrp (Reconstruction) 
- Te Aer Decorative Syypicate, Lro. 
London Gazette.—Tvespay, Jan. 4, | L. Sreewe & Co, Lrp (Reconstruction) 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, Carpataian Mings, Lrp, 





Limitep 1m CHANCERY, 
Bartise Americaw Sxate Manvracturtna Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented | 
Dec 29, directed to be heard Jan 12, Tree & Co, Lincoln’s inn fielus, solors for the 
trera Notice of appearing must reaca the above-namad not later uhan 6 o'clock | he Property M art 


n the afternoon of Jan 11, 











Bavce Parryts Co, Lro—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 23, directed to be heard Result of Sale 
Jan 12. Halse & Co, Cheapside, +olors for the petner. Notice of appearing must - f 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 11, | Reversroys, Livx Poticy, AwxvciTy AND SHARES. 
Cranirs Burerss & Sons, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, to send Mesars. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 898) of the 
Thre names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur | ahove-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Toureday Inet, when 
hraves, 7, Victoria-st, Liverpool, liquidator . the following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
Couwry Mingrat) Wargsr Co, Lrv—Creditors are required, on or befora Feb 15, to | £1,590 :— 
eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their depts or claime, to REVERSION to £1,247 108. ... oe = ies rn ae .. Sold £450 
William Dancey, City chmbrs, Clarence st, Gloucester. Grimes & Bar:y-Lewis, | ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £2.609 st vie ae Aas aes » «£600 
Gloucester, soiors for the liquidator | AN ANNUITY of £13 perannum ... om ie ose a és y» £04 
Csexpit Bank, Lrp — Petn for winding up, presented Dec 9, directed to ba heard Jan | POLICIES OF ASSURANODOE for £1,000 ... ose ° ate ose » £120 
12. Jordan & Lavington, Cheapside, solors to the petners. Notice of appearing BRIXTON TRADERS HALL CO., Ltd.—One £50 8 per Cent. 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o’cloc« in the afternoon of Jan 11 Debenture... eee eve oe ove eee oe oes oes » £23 
Eastnourss% Motor Cans, Lap—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send 
in their names and adresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to James | 
Alexander Tuiling, 69, Terminus rd, Eastbourne, liquidator : 9 “ 
H. Spgncer (Jeweiiers), Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, to send ( d N 
their names and addressee, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy re itors otices. 
Roland Hackett, 38, Frederick st, Birmiogham. Brooks, Birmingham, solor to the | 
nquidators Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Hvret Ironworks Co, Lro—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 22, directed to be 7 
heard at the County Court, Queen st, Woiveraampton, Jan 24, Waldron, Brierley ' Last Day or Cram. 
Hil!, solor for the petners. Notice of anpesring musi reach the above-named not raze , ‘4 e 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 21 Londen Cuselte:—TEmnet, Bee. St. > 
ApmaTace, James, Wallsend, Northumberland Jan 21 Arnott & Co, Newcastle on 


Jrasky Dry Dock anp Encrinrertne Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before 

Feb 16, to send their names and addresses, and the parciculars of their debts or aw aren a ¥ 

claims, to Richard Phillips Pike, 17, Wind st, Swansea, liquidator AgmitstgaD, James, Fleetwood Jan 22 Kean, Fleetwood —_—- 

- 13 Co, I P. f ind : Barser, Rev Fraycis Josatuay, Northfleet, Kent Feb5 Watson & Co, Sheffield 

Lonpon Erectrosus Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Deo 30, directed to be | Benuipae, Tuomas MARRIOTT, Ripley, Surrey Feb8 Potter & Crundwell, Guildford 

beard Jan 12. Clifford & Uo, Finsbury pymot, solors fer the petners. Notice of | Covwert. Joun Hrcues, Hove, Sussex. Feb 1 Tliffe & Co, Bedford row 

appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Davis Geoace McBripe St James’ sq Feb5 Coote & Richards Lincoln’g inn fielda 

, Grore , 8t James mF 


aay | Govuen, Wituras Jossrx, Sunbury on Thames Feb14 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancasts rpl, 
Loxgp’s Patent Boot Co, Lrp—Creditors are require?, on or before Jan 31, to send | Strand 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Daniel | Hace, ANNix Exizanera, St Leonards on Sex Jan 3t Curran, Coleman st 

Butterworth, 4!, Morris st, Olaham, booth & £ons, solors for the liquidator, Hanse.i, Any, Easington, Durham Feb 1 Wright & Co, Seaham Harbour 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATE STRAT, LONDON, z.o. 
ESTABLISHED IN 18980. 











EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@CENSED PROPERTY. 


| SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 
on apolicatioa. ' 
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Houwes, Ecce, Sevenoaks, Licensed Victualler Jan 31 Knocker & Co, Sevenoaks 

Kise, Eouunp Epwaro, Redditch, Worcester, Farmer Jan 27 
mingham 

Livisestons, Ropert Spence, Richmond Feb 5 
Cavendish sq 

Luoyp, Taomas Epwarp, Coedmore, Cardigan Jan 31 Jenkins & Evans, Cardigan 

Lovett, Cuara Jane, Hiadhead feb 12 Wilkins & ‘loy, Chipping Norton 

Maatis, Ansie, Leonard st, Finsbury, Grocer Feb 1 Greig, Fenchurch st 

Nortox, Estner, Brabourne grove, Nunhead Feb 12 Wood & Sons, Eastcheap 


Pasxer, CaagLes Epwarp, Tassord, Fulhiam Jan 28 Cooney, North End rd, W Kens- 


ington 
Patox, Frank, Walton on the Naz>, Artist Jan 29 Carter, Cheapside 
Porres, Dawizt, Westbourne st Feb 17 Druces & Attlee. Billiter sq 


Ropway, Ceci, Huntingdon st, Caledonian rd Feb1 Ingpen & Armitage, South sq, 


Gray's inn 


Sxccomse, Epwarp Hersvuene, MB, Belgraverd Feb11 Sladen & Wing, Queen Anne’s 


gate 
frazapBoROUGH, Harriet Hitt, Edgbaston, Birmingham Feb1 Rooke, Birmingham 
Tuomas, Letitia, Branks me park, Dorset Jan 30 Hewit & Co, Bournemouth 
Umecesy, Jawe Maria, Ramsgate Fed4 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Warsn, Jonw, Rochdale Jan3i Weston & Co, Manchester 
Wiixissoy, Juvia, Littlehampton Feb1 James & Snow, Exeter 
Wiusos, Joun, Harpenden, Herts, Doctor Jan31 Wilsoa, Howard st, Strand 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan 4. 


Ayurre, Epwin Josern Atraep, Paris Feb5 Lamb & Co, Ironmonger In, Cheapside 
BensTeaD, Jassie Evutex, Gt Yarmouth Jan21 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 

Hissett, Thomas James, Barking, Essex, Ironmonger Feb5 Taylor, Barking 
howmer, Henny, Salford, Hairdresser Feb8 Rhodes, Manchester 

Raicut, Rev Jonny Henry, Redland, Bristol Feb 10 Meade-King & Sons, Bristol 
Brooxine, Roope, Weston super Mare Feb15 Prileaux, Dartmouth 


Cave, Magra Louisa, Buckingham gateZJan 20 Wainwright & Co, Church ct, Clement’s In 


Davigs, Davin, New Quay, Cardigaa, Bootmaker Feb1 Morris, Carmarthen 
Do.amor®, Freperick, Potter’s Bar Jan 21 Lithgow & Pepp-r, Wimoole st 


Duusieroy, Henry, Victoria, British Columbia Jan 31 Trower & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s 


inn 
E..is, Joux, Huddersfield, Jeweller Jan31 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 
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Buller & Crose, Bir- 


Marsden & Co, Henrietta st, 


Fieipine, Joun Ricuarp, Rochiale Feb 7 Clegg, Rochdale 
Foave, Samuet, Stokefleming, Devon Feb1 Prdeaux, Dartmouth 
Gassiot, Georgiana Axice, Upoer Tooting Feb1 Hill & Co, Olt Broad st 
Gopparp, Groras, Hornsey Rise, Accountant Feb 10 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, 
Gray's ion 
| Gootp, Hvuaa, Sefton Park, Liverpool, Stockbroker Jan 3t Laces & Co, Liverpool 
! Grecory. Francis Hoop, Styvechule Hall, nr Coventry Feb 14 Tyler, Clement’s inn 
| Grirvix, Henry, Chaddeadey Corbett, Worcester, Farmer Feb 1 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 
} Harr, Resecca, Langrick, Lincs Feb 1 Sturton, Hoibeach 
Heiogam, Grace Cuarcorr, Great Ashfield, Suffolk Feb 19 Steward & Rouse, Ipswich 
{ Jenkins, Evizanetu, Toaypsandy,Glam Jan 15 Davies & Uo, Pontypridd 
Lana, Emma, Margate Jan30 Lambert & Hale, Queen Victoria st 
T.uxe, Hanktyson, Sale, Chester, Iroomonger Feb7 Rylance & Sons, Manchester 
Luroax, Rt Hon Emity Juiza Baroness, Lowndes sq Feb5 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln's 
inn fields 
Masor, Henay Sawpers, Lilbourne, Northampton Feb 8 Reddish, Rugby 
Newman, Cusrces Hevey, Pall Mall Feb 15 Armitage & Co, Bishopsgate st Within 
Peraymay, Eviza, Harborne, Birmingham Jan29 R-dfern & Co, Birmingham 
Powe tu, on Wixuiam Martin, Lyndhurst, Hants Feb 12 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's 
inn fields 
Rees, Wiutiam, Grondre Farm, Pembroke,*Farmer Jan 31 Lewis & James, Narberth, 
embroke 
Resipg, James, Rastrick, nr Brighouse, Engineer Feb 1 Richardson, Brighouse 
Revrek. Baron Georcr Jucivs pe, Berkeley 8y Feb.1 Kekewich & Co, Suffolk In 
Roacu, Groaer, Pontypool, Hairdresser Mar5 Bythway & Son, Pontypool 
SaLomons, Sir Juttan Emasuet, KC, MLC, Sydney, New South Wales Feb 5 Light & 
Fulton, Laurence Pountr ey hill 
| Suarro, Ropert Cuartes Duxcomss, Whitworth Park, Durham Feb 9 Guscotte & Co, 
| ssex st, Strand 
} Stuson, Evwagp Avaustus, Hertford Feb 28 Sworder & Longmore, Hertford 
Sirs, Faeperick, Worcester, Bill Poster Feb 21 March, Worcester 
Swiyton. Mary Ann, East Markham, Notts Feb19 Mee & Co, Retford 
Warp, Marcaret Ecces, Grimsargh, Lancs Feb4 Shuttleworth & Dallas, Preston 
Woopwaarp, Tuomas, Liscard, Cheshire, Commercial Clerk Feb 18 Reynulds & Rey- 
nolds, Liverpool 
Woraay, Lieut Jouxy, West Worthing Feb 3 Drummonds, Croydon 
Yeowan, Geoanuz Dunpas, Whitby, Yorks Jan3l Kingsford & Co, Eesex st, Strand 











FIKST MEETINGS. 


Bankruptcy Notices. | oie Artnare C, Grosvenor ter, Camberwall, Credi 


Draper Janliat12 Bankruptcy bldys, Carey st 
| Cuarman, Groroe Heapert, Faversham, Fishmonger Jan 
8at 10.15 Off Rec, 68a, 
Cuements, Jonn Wit.tiam, Montgomery st, Hammersmith, 
General Contractor Jan 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


London Gazette,—Fripvay, Dec. 31. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Davies, Ricnarp, Tonyrefail, Glam, Colliery Repairer 


Pontypridd Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 Carey st 


Davies, Ricuarp Wiitiam, Shrewsbury, Cattle Dealer | p ayies, Ricnarp Wiiitam, Shrewsbury, Cattle Dealer 
Jan8atz Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 


Shrewsbury Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 


} Govan, Wirt1am, Bridgnorth, Fruit Merchant Jan 8 at 
12 Off Ree, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Gower, Georce Atsert, Romford rd, Essex, Chemis 
Jan 12 4t12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Grusvox, WiiuraM, East Boldon, Durham, Tailor Jan 12 
at 8.30 Off Rec, 3, Menor pl, Sunderland 
Keane, Marcarer Frances, Kasingwold, Yorks, School 
Mistress Jan 10 at3 Off Rec, The Red House, Dun- 
combe pl, York 
Keicuiry, Harotp Dawson Speyce Jan 10 atl Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 


Castle st, Canterbury 


Goven, Wittiam, Bridgnorth, Fruit Merchant Shrewsbury | Dawson, ARNOLD G&ANVILLE, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks Kixcuax, DC, Hanoversq Jan 11at1 Bankruptcy bldgs 
as ald , ’ 


Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Gower, Grorcr AvtBertT, Romford rd, Essex, Chemist 
Hgh Court Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 24 

Kay, Wiiiram Lampert, Bedale, Yorks, Grocer North- 
allerton PetDec 28 Ord Dec 28 

Lewis, Joun Jounstone, Silloth, Cumberland, Cycle Agent 
Carlisle Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 

Pore, Horace Sypney Hereerr, Folkestone, Glass Mer- 
chant Canterbury Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 50 


Middlesbrough 


Queen’s Hotel, Reading 


Jn ll at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 


Epwakps, Daviv, Nantymoel, Glam, Cogman Jan 11 at 
10.30 Off Ree, 117, st Mary st, Curditf 


Fisurr, Grorce Skaty, Hartlepool, Solicitor Jan 11 at 
2.30 Grand Hotel, West Hartlepool 


Garry, Ricuarp Tuomas, Reading, Grocer Jan 13 at 11.15 


Carey st 
Martruews, Simeon, Sandyford, nr Stone, Staffs, Farmer 
Jan 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
Newsay, Lypstoxe Stirgoe Minert, New Broad st, 
stockbroker Jan1l2atil Bankruptcy bidge, Carey at 
Pore, Horace Sypxry Hersert, Folkestone, China 
Merchant Jan8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Can- 
terbury 








The Prevention of 


Throat Troubles. 





The number of men, women, and children who constantly suffer from 
sore throat, more especially at this season of damp and cold, presents 
a problem to the medical practitioner which has long given him very 
serious trouble. At last this problem has been solved, and the 
means has been found of putting an end to this distressing condition 
by a discovery which the medical profession hail as one of the most 
valuable gifts they have received from science. 

The way in which this discovery has been made—the nature of the 
remedy, its powers, and the method of its application—Dr. Andrew 
Wilson, the eminent authority on hygiene, describes in detail in his 


latest work, ‘‘ The Prevention of Infectious Disease.” 


A GUARD AGAINST INFLUENZA. 

Dr. Andrew Wilson touches the root of the trouble when he says 
in his work, ‘‘ Most infectious ailments reach the body through the 
mouth; hence, in times and seasons of influenza, diphtheria, or when 
scarlet fever and other zymotic ailments are ‘in the air,’ it will be 
well to remind ourselves of the value of allowing a “ Formamint’ 
tablet to dissolve occasionally in the mouth.”’ 

Infectious ailments reach the body through the mouth, they develop 
in the throat, and ‘‘ Wulfing’s Formamint ’’ is the nanie science has 
given to the recently discovered remedy for the evil—tliat is the gist 
of the matter. But more of Dr. Andrew Wilson’s woi:ds are worth 


quoting and seriously reflecting over. He says :— 


‘No ailments are more painful or annoying than those affecting the | 


throat, nor are there any troubles in which it is more diffic:ult by means 
of ordinary remedies to reach the parts affected.’* 


| MICROBES MADE HARMLESS. 
That which science has searched for and found at last, he tells us, 
‘is a substance which shall exercise an antiseptic action, and destroy 
| microbes without injurious effect either upon the mouth or on the 
body. * Wulfing’s Formamint’ comes to the front as an efficient 
remedy in Throat troubles by reason of its disinfective powers.’ 
Throat,’ 


Throat,’ and those affections which distress singers and speakers, 


“In such ailments as ‘ Smoker’s ‘Clergyman’s Sore 
‘Formamint ’ is promptly effective, while in the treatment of children’s 
complaints, Thrush, Inflammation of the Tonsils, &c., it has proved 
the greatest gift we have yet had from science.” 

Invaluable as a prevention of infection—medical men and nurses 
now place a tablet in their mouths for that purpose after visiting 
patients suffering from infectious disease—‘‘ Formamint,’’ Dr. 
Andrew Wilson tells us, 


nature, and, above all, pleasant to use and capable of easy and instant 


‘‘is a germicide and a sweetener, effective in 


application.” 
A FREE TRIAL. 
To enable ‘‘ Formamint’s’’ many virtues to be tested, a sample will 
be sent free of charge to all applicants sending a postcard to-day to the 
manufacturers, A. Wulfing & Co., 12, Chenies-street, Lon&on, W.C., 
mentioning the Soticirors’ JournaL. An exceedingly interesting little 
book, ‘‘ The Prevention of Infectious Disease,’’ by Dr. 

Wilson, will also be given free. 
‘Formamint ’’ can be obtained from all chemists in bottles, con- 

| taining 50 tablets, at 1s. 11d. per bottle. 
success of ‘* Wulfing’s Formamint,’’ many pre- 


Andrew 


Stimulated by the 
parations claiming to be as good are being offered to the public. 
false. ‘‘ Formamint’”’ is manufactured under Royal 


Any attempt to imitate it would render the imitators 


This claim is 
Letters Patent. 
liable to prosecution. 
position—only its form and flavour. 

To obtain the certainty of cure of all forms of sore throat, insist 


They have, therefore, not imitated its com- 


| on having ‘‘ Wulfing’s Formamint.”’ 
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Vecsey, Anmanp, Belsize park, Haverstock Hill, Musician 
Jan 10 at12 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Tonyrefail, Glam, Colliery Repairer 


Davies, RicHarp, 
Ord Dec 29 


Pontypridd Pet Dee 29 
Kay, Wittram Lamnert, Bedale, Yorks, 
Northallerton Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 
Lewis, Joun Jounstonr, Silloth, Cumberland, Cycle Agent 

Carlisle Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 
Porr, Horace Sypvey Hersert, Folkestone, 
Merchant Canterbury Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 
Sanprorp, Frank Jonyx, Rockiogham st, Newington 
Causeway, Window Blind Manufacturer High Court 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 24 


Grocer 


China 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
London Gazette of Dec 21: 


Walford, Hereford, Drainage 


Harwmay, Eruram™ Jony, 
Ord Dec 18 


Contractor H>reford Pet Dee 18 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Parpor, Ricuarp Jounx, Tenbury, Worcester, 
Merchant Kidé¢erminster Adjud July 15, 
Annul Dec 14, 1909 


Coal 
1885 


London Gazetle.—Turspay, Jan 4, 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Ames, Farperick, Alton, Hants, Bootmaker Winchester 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Aspry, F, Warrington Warrington Pet Dec 
Dec &l 

Bevvincuam, 
Maidstone 


14 Ord 


ARTHUR Labourer 


Pet Dec 40 


Wituram, Maidstone, 
Ord Lec 30 


Brooks, James, ‘fonypandy, Glam, ‘lobacco Dealer Ponty- | 


pridd Pet Decl7 Ord Dec 3u 

Crayvon, WittiAm Henry, Ashenden rd, 
Fruiterer High Court Vet Jan1 Ord Jan 1 

Davies, WILLIAM GrorGe, Leominster, Herefora, Carpenter 
Leominster Pet Dec 51 Ord Dee 31 

Dion, Saran Any, Boston, Lincs Boston 
Ord Dec 30 

Dowst, Georar A, Quermore rd, Stroud Green, Builder 
High Court Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 31 

Durpen, Arruur, King’s Heath, Worcester, Plamber Bir- 
mingham Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 30 


Curtis, Witu1am, Redruth, Cornwall, Cycle Agent Truro | 


Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 31 

Exuiort, Gtupert, Cleethorpes, Newsagent Great Grimsby 
Pet Dee 30 Ord Dec 30 

Farrow, Jouy, Haverfordwest, Baker Pembroke Dock 
Pet Dee #i Ord Dee 31 

Goopmax, Myer Grorce, Newport, Mon, Pawnbroker 
Newport, Mon Pet Dec 40 Urd Dec 80 

Hacrorp, Grorcr, Liskeard, Cornwall, Baker 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 31 

Haszpman, Rovert, Bury, Lancs, Herbalist Bolton 
Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 

Hannis, Joun, Coventry, Fruiterer Coventry 
Ord Dee 31 

Heppey, 'eank H, Falcon eq, Cloth Trimming Merchant 
High Court Pet Novy 23 Ord Dee 31 


Plymouth 
Pet 


Pet Dee 81 


Hewitt, Jouy, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Farm Bailiff 


Warrington Pet Dee 30 Ord Dec 30 
Howroyp, Lutuer, North Ossett, Gawthorpe, nr Wake- 
field, Potato Merchant Dewsbury Pet Dec 30 Ord 


ec 30 

Hoesarp, Tromas, Farnborough, Kent, Builder Croydon 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 30 

Jones, Wit.tiam, Garreg Landeg, Pentraeth, Anglesey, 
farmer Bangor Pet Deci6 Ord Dec 31 

Marnison, Cuarces Hersert, Tulee hill, Plumber 
Court Pet Dec 30 Ord Lec 30 

Mitis, Epwin Kyte, Burnley, Coal Dealer Burnley Pet 
Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Mircne yt, Cuarces Henry Hersert, Edgbaston, Birming- 
ham kirmingham Pet Dec3 Ura Dee 30 

Mitroy, Pavt, Wool Exchange, Coleman st, Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Nov5 Ord Dec 29 

Morrram, Haroip, Ashton under Lyne 
31 Ord Dec3l 

Nowertt, Jonun Witttam, Lowestoft, Smack Owner 
Great Yarmouth Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Parker, Percy, Heckford Park, Poole, Dorset, Market 
Gardener Canterbury Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Price, Tuomas, Pentre, Glam, Furniture Dealer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Dee s0 Ord Dec 30 

Rers, Mary Ann, Liandyssul, Cardigan, Licensed 
Victualler Carmarthen Pet Dec3l Ord Dec 31 

Rixzy, Ricwarp, Bilston, Staffs, Coal Merchant Wolver- 
hampton Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 

Rosinson, Ernest, Burley Fields, Leeds Pet Dec 
81 Ord Dec 31 

Routieper, Erxest, Lincoln, Newsagent Lincoln Pet 
Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 

Samvgt, Tuomas, Lower Cwmtwrch, Glam, Collier Neath 
Pet Jani Ord Jan 1 

Ecort, Sir Dovatas Epwarp, Winterborne, Kingston, nr 
Blandford, Dorset Dorchester Pet Nov30 OrdJan1 

Tsomuinson, WiLt1AM Jacos, Norwich, Clerk Norwich 
Pet Jani OrdJanl 

Tomatin, Grorak Canna, Frodsham, Chester, Shoemaker 
Warrington Pet Dec 30 O1d Dee 30 

Turner, WILLIE, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 

TyLer & Co, Birmingham, Coal Merchants 
Pet Dec13 Ord Dec3u 

Vea, Harry, Kingston upon Hull, Draper Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Vec30 Ord Dec 30 

Warp, James Henny, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

West, CHagi¥s, Caerleon rd, nr Newport, Mon, Builder 
Newport, Mon Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

Wauiraker, Ricuarp Yates, Padiham, Lancs, Weaver 
Burnley Pet Dec2l Ord Dec 31 

Witnmeton, Exit, Birmingham, Painter 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 


High 


Preston Pet Dec 


Leeds 


Birmingham 


Birmingham 





Homerton, | 





FIRST MEETINGS. 


Aves, Feeperics, Alton, Hants, Bootmaker Jan 12 at 12 
Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southamp- | 
ton 

Atkins, Joun, Coventry, Cycle Maker Jan 12at11 Off 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Bettiscnam, ArtHur WitttamM, Maidstone, 
Jan 12 at 11.30 9, King st, Maidstone 


Labourer 


| Burcarp, Witreep, Padiham, Lanes, Iron Founder Jan 13 


at 11.15 Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Borrow, Grores, Brathay, Lancs, Farmer Jan 12 at | 
12.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
Bow es, Georce Iskerman, Cirencester, Grocer Jan 12 
at1i Off Kee, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 
Brooks, James, Tonypandy, Glam, Tobacco Dealer Jan 
14at 11.45 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, Ponty- 
sridd | 
Genene: Srptimuvs, Grantham, Lincs, Outfitter Jan 12 
at 11 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottiagham 
Crayvox, Wittram Henry, Ashenden rd, Homerton, 
Fruiterer Jan14at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | 
‘ornerY, Huon, Brynmawr, Brecknock, Ciothier Jan 
lZatll Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
Craaus, ArtTaug THomas, and Harotp ArTHuR CRABB, | 
Littleport, Isle of Ely, Combridge, Painters Jan 12 at 
2°30 Marquis of Granby Hotel, Littleport | 
Davies, Kicaaegp, ‘lonyrefail, Glam, Colliery Repairer 
Jan 12 at 11 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, 
Pontypridd } 
Dowse, Greorce A, Stroud Green, Builder Jan 13 at 1 
sankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Harpman, Ropext, Bury, Lancs, Herbalist Jan 18 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 


' Herpes, Frank H, Falcoa sq, Cloth Trimming Merchant 


Jan i4acl2 bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Jackson, Jorn, Shelley, nr Hudderstield Jan 12 at 2.15 | 
Hudderfield [ucorporated Law Society’s Room, Imperial 
arcade, New st, Huddersfield 
Jackson, Jonnw Georoe, Plymouth, Solicitor 


Jan 12 at 12 | 
7, Buckland ter, Plymouth } 


| Jones, Bensamin, Llandudno Junction, Carnarvon, Con- 


P Jec 18 | 
sti my Lewis, JoHN JOHNSTONE, Silloth, Cumberland, Cycle Agent 


tractor Jan 12at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row Chester 


Janil2at11 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 


| Manaison, Caantrs Hereert, Talse hill, Plumber Jan 12 


atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mirrox, Pavit, Coleman st, Manufacturer Jan 14 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mooy, Wii11am Jonny, and Ropert Henry Mooy, Temple 
Back, Bristol], Tin Box Manufacturers Jan 12 at 11.30 
Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Porn, Hernext Asutky, Leagrave, Beds, Plait |Salesman 
Jan1$at12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Paice, Tuomas, Pentre, Glam, Furniture Dealer Jan 14 at | 
li Off , Post Office chmbrs, Tatf st, Pontypridd 

Rostnsox, Ernest, Burley Fields, Leeds Jan12at11 Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Scort, Wituam Dicxsoy, Edgeley, Stockport, Con- | 
fectioner Jan 14 at 2,30 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, 
Vernon st, Stockport 

fSuERLEY, James, Emgate, Bedale, Yorks, Veterinary Sur- 
geon Jan l3at 11,30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert 
rd, Middlesbrough 

Simsons, Ricuarp, Read, nr Blackburn, Mason Jan 12 at 
11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 


| Tomatix, Grorcr CanninG, Frodsham, Cheshire, Shoe- 


maker Jano 12at2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Toomey, Timotay, Bolsover, Derby, Music Teacher Jan 
1Zat 12 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Wear, Jouy, IT'wigworth, Glos, Farmer 
Uff Kec, Station rd, Glos 
Wittrams, James Gratin, Stockton on Tees, Hosier Jan13 | 
at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 


Jan 13 at 12 | 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Ames, Freperick, Alton, Hants, Boot Maker Winchester 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Barker, Cuantes Hensy, Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Dec 30 

BevurnceamM, Artraur WIitiiamM, Maidstone, ‘Labourer 
Maidstone Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

3200K8, JAMES, ‘Tonypandy, Glam, Tobacco Dealer Ponty- | 
pridd Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 31 } 

3RUNLERS, JoHN, Hove, Sussex, Civil Engineer Brighton | 
Pet Oct 13 Pet Dee 30 | 

Craypon WiturAm Henry,+Homerton, Fruiterer High 
Court PetJan1 Ord Jan1 

Curtis, Witt1aM, Redruth, Cornwall, Cycle Agent Truro 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 


| Exxrort, GitzErt, Cleethorpes, Newsagent 


| Howroyp, 


| Rourtenar, Ernest, Lincoln, Newsagent 


| Wirninatox, Eu, Birmingham, Painter 


{ as 

| Davies, Richarp Wituram, Shrewsbury, Cattle Dealer 

| Shrewsbury Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 

| Davies, WitttaAm Geores, Leominster, Carpenter Leo. 

minster Pet Dec31 Ord Dec 31 

Great Gri: 

Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 _— 

Ersom, W_E, 8t Mary Cray, Kent, Provision Dealer Croy. 
don Pet Dee 4 Ord Dee 30 

Eyre, Arraur Nevitue, Hastings 
10 Ord Dec 31 

Farrow, Jonn, Haverfordwest, Baker Pembroke Dock 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 31 


High Court Pet Aug 


| Goopman, Mygr Grorcez, Newport, Mon, Pawnbroker 


Newport, Mon Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 


| Gouca, Wi.u1aM, Bridgnorth, Fruit Merchant Shrewsbury 


Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Gower, Grosce Avsert, Romford rd, Essex, Chemist 
High Court Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 31 

Hatrorp, Geoace, Liskeard, Cornwall, Baker Plymouth 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan1 ‘ 


| Harpman, Rosret, Bury, Lancs, Herbalist Bolton Pet 


Dee 30 Ord Dee 30 

Hares, Joun, Coventry, Fruiterer Coventry Pet Dee 31 
Ord Dec 31 

Hewirt, Joux, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Farm Bailiff 
Warrington Pet Nec30 Ord Dec 30 

Luraer, Gawthorpe, nr Wakefield, Potato 

Merchant Dewsbury Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 

Hocues, Rosert, Maindee, Newport, Mon, Hotel Proprietor 
Newport,Mon PetDec7 Urd Dec 31 

James, Davip Henry, Newport, Mon, Confectioner New- 
port, Mon Pet Dec 9 Ord Jan l 

Kissock, Davip, and FREDERICK Samvuet Poores, Great 
Tower st, Merchant High Court Pet Oct 15 Ond 
Dec 29 

Mitts, Eowin Kyte, Burnley, Coal Dealer Burnley 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Mitton, Pau. Josern Freperic, Coleman st, Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet Nov5 Ord Jan 1 

Morrrgam, Haroip, Ashton under Lyne Preston Pet Dec 
31 Ord Dee 31 

Myers, Josern, Finsbury Market, Provision Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct 11 Ord Dec29 


| Noweiti, Joun Witttam, Lowestoft, tmackowner Great 


Yarmouth Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 
Orr, James Spencer, Hove, Sussex, Army Officer Brighton 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Dee 39 
Parser, James. F, High Clare, Kingston Hill, Surrey, 
Architect Kingston, Surrey Pet Nov 27 Ord Dee 30 
Parker, Percy, Heckford Park, Poole, Dorset, Market 
Gardener Canterbury Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
Pricr, Tuomas, Pentre, Glam, Furniture Dealer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Dec 39 Ord Dec 30 


| Rers, Mary Ayn, Landyssul, Cardigan, Licensed Vic: 


tualler Carmarthen Pet Dec31 Ord Dec 31 


| Ritey, Ricaarp, Bileton, Coal Merchant Wolverhampton 


Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 31 
tonrnson, Ernxst,*tBurley Fields, Leeds 
31 Ord Dec 31 


Leeds Pet Dec 


Liacola Pet 
Dec 39 Ord Dec 3 

Row ey, Frank, Fernilee, Whaleybridge, Cheshire Stock- 
port Pet Nov 6 Ord Dec 31 

Samuet, Taomas, Lower Cwmtwrch, Glam, Collier Neath 
and Aberavon Pet Jan1l Ord Jan 1 

Srreet, Witttam, Thornton Heath, Neweagent Croydon 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Dec 30 

Tuomuitssox, WILLIAM Jacos, Norwich, Clerk Norwich 
Pet Jan1 Ord Janl 


| Tomatin, Geora® Cannixa, Frodsham, Chester, Shoemaker 


Warrington Pet Dec#0 Ord Dec 30 


| Turner, Wituig, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 


Ord Dec 30 Pet Dec 30 
Vzat, Harry, Kingston upon Hull, Draper, Kingston upon 
Hull Pet Dec 3) Ord Dec 30 


Waxerigip, Ricuarp, Maidstone, Butcher 
Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 30 


Maidstone 


| Warp, James Henry, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham 


Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
West, Crarves, Caerleon rd, nr Newport, Mon, Builder 
Newport,Man Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan1 
WicGtrswortn, Rosert, Gt Chapel st, Engineer High 
Court Pet Nov26 Ord Jan 1 


| Witpman, Jonn RoBsrt, Marchmont st Coal Merchant 


High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 31 
Birmingham 
Pet Dee 31 Ord Dec 31 





200tb Wear. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and} PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 


DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Copagd from Palicy dated 178% 


BURGLARY, 
PLATE GLASS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A, W. COUSINS, 


District Manager. 
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